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To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments: 
The History of the First 100 Years of the War Against God and the Constitution, 1776-1876, and Its Modern Impact 


By Arthur R. Thompson, CEO, The John Birch Society 


(2016ed, 492pp, pb, 1/$14.95ea; 2-14/$13.95ea; 15+/$12.95ea) BETVGMMPB 


Transforming the Way We Look at American History 


Knowing American history is essential to understanding the American 
system of government and the role citizens are to play. When that 
education is undermined and replaced with the opposite of our 
Founders’ intent, the ramifications for protecting God-given liberty for 
current and future generations are great. 


To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments details a deliberate, organized 
opposition working to subvert the American Republic. Its American 
history that all Americans need to learn so they can understand the 
proper role of government and their role in the American system. 


Based on 45-plus years of research, this groundbreaking book reveals history as you’ve never seen it before. 


Purchase copies for yourself and influentia 
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Foundations: Their Power and Influence 
Renee A. Wormser examines some of America’s most powerful tax-exempt 
foundations: their actions, as opposed to their stated purposes; the 
interlocking groups of men who run them; and their influence on the 
country at large. First published in 1958. (1993ed, 412pp, pb, $19.95; 
2+/$12.95ea) BKFPI 


Dollars & Sense 

Dollars & $ense, by John E. McManus, is an excellent tool for teaching 
Americans about the nature of money and how to solve inflation. Given 
the current economic crisis, it is a must-see! 

Sleeved DVD (2008, 48min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDDAS 

Cased DVD (2008, 48min, 1-9/$5.95ea; 10-24/$4.95ea; 25-49/$3.95ea; 
50-99/$2.95ea; 100-249/$2.25ea; 250+/$1.75ea) DVDDASC 

Audio CD (2008, 42min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$.90ea; 21-49/$.80ea; 
5-99/$.75ea; 100-999/$.70ea; 1000+/$.64ea) CDDAS 

Booklet (2009, 40pp, pb, 1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 
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The Law 

Frédéric Bastiat, in his classic exposé of socialism and communism 
as “lawful plunder, ” explains the fundamental principles involved 
in determining the proper scope of government. It explains socialist 
fallacies. (2007ed, 74pp, pb, 1-9/$4.95ea; 10+/$3.95ea) BKL 
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The Shadows of Power 

Author James Perloff exposes the subversive roots and global 
designs of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR). Passed off 
as a think-tank, this group is the “power behind the throne,” 
with hundreds of top government officials drawn from its 
ranks. The book traces CFR activity from the Wilson to Reagan 
administrations. (2015ed,273pp, pb, 1-9/$10.95ea; 10-24/$9.00ea; 
25-43/$7.50ea; 44+/$6.45ea) BKSOP 


Man, Freedom, & Government 

An enhanced remake of Ezra Taft Benson’s 1968 filmstrip classic, 
this DVD provides a roadmap for restoring our freedoms and 
rights. 

Sleeved DVD (2005, 24min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) 
DVDMFGPS 

Cased DVD (2005,24min, 1-9/$5.95ea; 10-24/$4.95ea; 25-49/$3.95ea; 
50-99/$2.95ea; 100-249/$2.25ea/ 250+/$1.75ea) DVDMFG 


The Creature From Jekyll Island 

G. Edward Griffin unmasks the secrets behind the manipulation 
of our nation’s money supply by providing an insider’s look at 
how the Federal Reserve came into being and how it controls 
the value of the dollar. (2010, 5th ed, 608pp, pb, 1-11/$22.95ea; 
12+/$22.45ea) BKCFJI 
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CONGRESS 


If We Had Our Way: New Year’s 


Resolutions for the New Congress 
by Charles Scaliger — Donald Trump’s election ushers in hope that 
smothering government will be curtailed. Here’s what we'd do. 
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POLITICS 


Dispute Over CIA Claim 


Russia Tried to Get Trump Elected 
by C. Mitchell Shaw — The CIA has supported Clinton’s claim that 
Russia “hacked” the election to help Trump, but this claim is disputed. 


INTERVIEW 


Exclusive Interview With John Birch Society CEO 


by Christian Gomez — With Donald Trump winning the 
presidency, what is next for the The John Birch Society? 


AP Images 


CULTURE 
Infantile Nation: How Breeding 


Overgrown Children Begets the Nanny State 
by Selwyn Duke — College kids are provided “safe spaces,” because 
they lack mental maturity attained through “virtues” education. 


BOOK REVIEW 


Emasculating the Military 
by James Heiser — Israeli military expert Martin van Creveld 
criticizes the remaking of the military along politically correct lines. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Washington’s Rules for the Radically Right 
by Selwyn Duke — How did George Washington accomplish what 
he did? The strong moral character he developed. 


THE LAST WORD 

The Real “Fake News” 

by William EF Jasper 
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Correct Quotes 


Over several decades, I have found nu- 
merous quotes attributed to our Founding 
Fathers to be false. A shame because while 
the rest of an article might have some 
merit, the finding of one false aspect of 
the written piece destroys the whole of the 
argument. I believe all quotes should have 
the primary source noted. 

An October 10, 2016 TNA letter to 
the editor states that Thomas Jefferson 
said, “A government big enough to give 
you everything you want is big enough 
to take everything you have.” Jefferson 
didn’t say that. 

I encourage THE NEW AMERICAN to 
screen letters to the editor and verify the 
accuracy of direct quotes. If found to be 
untrue — highly likely — then add the fol- 
lowing: [quote can’t be proven]. 

MICHAEL GREENSTREET 
Chesapeake, Virginia 


Editors — The original letter said the quote 
was “credited” to Thomas Jefferson. 


Clintons’ Crimes 


In response to the letter to the editor en- 
titled “Hillary’s Honorifics” from Ralph 
DeScoville, published in TNA October 24, 
2016, I offer the following commentary: 
The Clintons are an unholy alliance. 

Bill Clinton admitted to eluding his 
security detail to indulge in his peccadil- 
loes. He made himself temporarily AWOL 
from the chain of command and exposed 
his person to unacceptable risk. 

A lot of “smart” people, as usual, 
claimed that Bill’s behavior was innocent 
extramarital adventurism, and nothing 
else. Yet an important concern for the na- 
tion should have been the treason, or der- 
eliction of duty, he displayed by his be- 
havior. His impeachment bill should have 
included this charge. 

Hillary mishandled her e-mails despite 
signing paperwork telling her how she 
should handle potentially secret e-mails, 
and any willful or negligent act that threat- 
ens our country’s security is also treason. 

Further, she demonstrated, perhaps in- 
advertently, her disdain for our freedom 
of speech and the Constitution. She told 
the families of Benghazi victims that the 
maker of an anti-Muhammad video that 
she blamed for the Benghazi attack should 
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be arrested and prosecuted. For breaking 
what law? Absurd and troubling, coming 
from an aspirant to the presidency. 
Hillary and Bill have demonstrated, un- 
apologetically and without remorse, that 
they place their own gratification and con- 
venience ahead of national security, 
RICHARD DIMERY 
Sent via e-mail 


Law of the Land 


I believe it was John Foster Dulles who 
first asserted in the 1950s that trea- 
ties trumped the Constitution, and since 
then constitutional lawyers have twisted 
and lied about the U.S. Constitution. 

The Constitution grants, from the peo- 
ple, the enumerated powers of the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial branches of 
the U.S. government. 

Article VI, paragraph two clearly 
states: “This Constitution, and the laws 
of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof; and all treaties 
made or which shall be made, under the 
authority of the United States, shall be 
the supreme law of the land; and judges 
in every State shall be bound thereby, any 
thing in the Constitution or laws of any 
State to the contrary notwithstanding.” 
(Emphasis added.) 

By any dictionary definition, the word 
“supreme” means “the greatest in power, 
authority or rank; paramount or dominant.” 

This means that there cannot be more 
than one “supreme law of the land.” The 
Constitution must take precedence over all 
treaties and laws, especially those contra- 
dictory to the Constitution. 

The power and authority for the legis- 
lature to make laws, and for the govern- 
ment to even make treaties, comes from 
the Constitution itself, so treaties contrary 
to the Constitution cannot legitimately — 
or legally — trump the Constitution as the 
“supreme law of the land.” 

We can immediately challenge in courts 
to nullify all treaties and membership in 
the UN and its sub-organizations, since 
those are not “in pursuance thereof.” 

All this seems very clear to me, and the 
logic should hold in any court of law. If 
not, then the Constitution is a worthless 
piece of paper. Hl 

ROBERT MATTER 
Sent via e-mail 
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INSIDE TRACK 


EU sed a ISIS Has Sent Up to 1,750 Terrorists to Europe 


Gilles de Kerchove, the EU’s counter-terrorism coordinator, said 
December 9 that between 1,500 and 1,750 Islamic fundamental- 
ists who left Europe to fight alongside ISIS in Iraq and Syria in 
recent years have been sent back to Europe to carry out “specific 
missions.” 

A December 9 report in Britain’s Express newspaper noted that 
an estimated 5,000 Islamic extremists traveled from Europe to 
Syria and Iraq to fight alongside ISIS, with about 15-20 percent 
of those being killed during fighting. 

An estimated 30-35 percent of those who left Europe to fight 
with ISIS have been sent back to Europe with “specific mis- 


sions” presumed to be terrorist in nature. Those remaining will 
stay in Syria and Iraq to fight. 

Britain’s Express and Sun quoted from the EU report: “There 
are largely two categories of returnees: those in the majority who 
will drift back and those who will be sent back on specific mis- 
sions, which are of most concern.” 

The Express cited a statement de Kerchove made earlier in 
December in which he said that it is impossible to know for sure 
how many Islamic militants were already in Europe. 

The EU official, who is a lawyer from Belgium, said, “We 
have to be prepared because some of them will come to Europe. 
They may try to come back home and we don’t want to repeat the 
mistake we made in the late 80s when the Russians left Afghani- 
stan and we left these mujahideen in the wild.” 

De Kerchove added: “The physical caliphate ... is collapsing 
but we still have the virtual caliphate and this allows the organi- 
zation to direct attacks.” “So far the terrorist organizations have 
not used the Internet as a weapon, to mount an attack through the 
Internet,” he continued, indicating such possible ISIS targets as 
nuclear power stations, dams, electricity grids, or even air traffic 
control systems. 

De Kerchove continued, “It has not happened so far ... but 
I don’t exclude that before five years we will be confronted 
by this.” 


Top Experts Expose Climate Scam at Freedom Confab 


Various prestigious scientists and a wide range of experts in 
various disciplines converged at the Buttes resort in Phoenix, 
Arizona, December 2-4 for a hard-hitting conference, under the 
banner of “Global Warming: An Inconvenient Lie,” organized 
by longtime liberty movement leader G. Edward Griffin and his 
pro-liberty organization, Freedom Force International. Attendees 
and speakers came from across America, Canada, and Europe to 
learn and participate in the event. 

The first official speaker at the event, Princeton physics Pro- 
fessor William Happer, began his presentation by demolishing 
the pseudo-science underpinning climate hysteria. Also speaking 
at the summit was Dr. Tim Ball, a prominent climatologist and 


Lord 
Christopher 
Monckton 


retired professor from the University of Winnipeg in Canada. 
Among other evidence, he showed reconstructed temperature 
records going back thousands of years showing that the Earth 
has been far warmer in the past than it is today. 

The keynote speaker for the event was Lord Christopher Monck- 
ton, the internationally known climate realist and former science 
advisor to U.K. Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher. Lord Monck- 
ton’s presentation began by outlining a series of “red flags” in the 
man-made global-warming theory and the alarmism surrounding 
it. Using a wide variety of graphs and charts focusing on every- 
thing from temperatures and trends to storms and global sea levels, 
Monckton showed that the United Nations is wrong about practi- 
cally everything when it comes to climate change. 

Also speaking at the conference were a number of activists, 
researchers, experts, and leaders covering a wide array of fields 
and disciplines. Radio host and Montana activist Dan Happel, 
a former elected official in his state, showed how the climate 
alarmism and the UN’s sustainability schemes such as Agenda 
21 were being used to promote tyranny at the national and inter- 
national level. 

Taken together, the presentations completely demolished the 
climate alarmism and the anti-freedom agenda pushed by the UN, 
the Obama administration, and other forces. In short, the climate 
fraud has been exposed. All that is left is to make the rest of hu- 
manity aware of the facts. 


Boomers Are Retiring, Draining Pension Plans 


In a moment of surprising candor, Danielle DiMartino Booth, a 
former advisor to the Federal Reserve, said in a Real Vision TV 
interview on December 10 that “the Baby Boomers are no lon- 
ger an actuarial theory. They’re a reality. The checks [from their 
retirement plans] are being written.” 

For years, commentators have repeatedly asserted that “when” 
the Baby Boomers (those born between 1946 and 1964) start to re- 
tire, they will start using up funds set aside in pension plans, putting 
those plans into crisis. According to Booth, that day has arrived. 

She pointed to the crisis in Dallas that threatens to put the city 
into bankruptcy, and the report from Calpers (the California Pub- 


lic Employees Retirement System), which noted that it earned less 
than one percent last year, compared to its long-term target of 7.5 
percent. 

She said the “endgame” could evoke memories of the Winter 
of Discontent in London in 1979 or the more recent riots in Ath- 
ens. They were provoked by cutbacks in paychecks and essential 
services as the governments struggled with too many promises 
made and too little money to keep them. 

According to Rasmussen Reports and other polling agencies, 
younger workers can see what’s coming: “Only 35% of voters 
under 40 still consider Social Security a good deal for working 
Americans.” And that figure is nearly two years old. 

It was Boston University Professor Laurence Kotlikoff who 
first exposed the “funny accounting” that has led so many, includ- 
ing Moody’s, to vastly understate the real shortfall. Kotlikoff says 
that it’s an “economics labeling problem” that has led to gross 
understatements of the liability overhang. The professor instead 
uses “generational accounting” — estimating what one genera- 
tion will be forced to pay for another generation’s promises. The 
“fiscal gap,” according to Kotlikoff, isn’t the usually reported $20 
trillion, it’s closer to $200 trillion. 

There is at least one positive: Young people are recognizing real- 
ity. They are learning that they will need to make independent fi- 
nancial decisions without factoring in promises that won’t be kept. 


U.S. Steel Likely to Bring Jobs Back to the United States 


In an interview with CNBC on December 7, U.S. Steel’s CEO 
Mario Longhi said he’d like to bring back up to 10,000 jobs to 
the United States. 

His company used to employ 37,000 people, but that dropped 
to just 21,000 as of last December, thanks not only to the Great 
Recession and its almost immeasurably small recovery but also 
due to excessive regulations. “There was a point in time in the 
past couple of years that I was having to hire more lawyers to try 
to interpret these new regulations than I was hiring engineers. 
That doesn’t make any sense,” he said. 
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Investors in the company’s common stock perceived the op- 
portunity for significant growth long before Longhi’s December 
7 interview: Since the 2016 election, U.S. Steel’s common stock 
has jumped 80 percent. 

Longhi is not alone in seeing the potential as the country’s 
enormous economic engine might be unleashed if Trump im- 
plements his promises. The day before Longhi’s interview, 
SoftBank’s founder, Masayoshi Son, pledged to invest $50 
billion in the United States, which he said would create 50,000 
jobs. That same day, AT&T’s chief executive, Randall Stephen- 
son, confirmed the same optimism: “If we achieve any kind of 
meaningful corporate tax reform I am quite convinced that it is 
going to change this trajectory in terms of capital investment. 
I can’t remember the last time [we] did an upside sensitivity 
in [our] business plan, but we are doing an upside sensitivity 
plan now.” 

Before his inauguration, Trump was making his presence felt. 
He persuaded top Ford Motor officials to keep an Indianapolis 
manufacturing plant from being moved to Mexico, and helped 
Carrier to see the advantages of keeping one of its plants from 
moving there as well. 

Although freedom is more important than prosperity, it’s nice 
to note how well they work together. If Trump keeps his prom- 
ises, more and more companies are likely to be making “upside 
sensitivity plans” to take advantage of them. 
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The Real Deal 


European Union Reacts to Cutback in U.S. Military Spending 

“If Europe does not take care of its own security, nobody else will do it 
for us.” 

The president of the European Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker ex- 
pects President-elect Trump to cease having America be the policeman 
of the world. 


Jean-Claude 
Several Rights Activists in China Vanish Juncker 
“T hope the government could at least tell us, his family, where he is and 
what crimes he has committed. At least we should know his whereabouts.” 
Jiang Tianyong is one of three civil rights activists who disappeared while in China during November. 
His wife, Jin Bianling, pleaded from California for information about her husband. 


Ohio State Terrorist Explains His Attack on Fellow Students 

“T am sick and tired of seeing my fellow Muslim brothers and sisters being killed and tortured every- 
where.... By Allah, I am willing to kill a billion infidels in retribution for a single disabled Muslim.” 
Before he went on his rampage with his automobile and a butcher knife, Somali immigrant Abul Razak 
Artan logged on to Facebook and left the message noted above. He injured 11 people before being 
gunned down by a university police officer. 


Europe’s Right Delighted With Trump Win 

“The election of Donald Trump is a triumph of the American people, a victory of ordinary people 
over the political establishment. It’s a victory over the politically correct 
globalist elites who show little interest in the well-being of the people.” 

At a campaign rally in Pima, Germany, Frauke Petry, the leader of Ger- 
many’s Alternative for Germany party, issued her assessment of the Trump 
victory. Her political party stands firmly opposed to the European Union. 


France’s Leading Opponent of the EU Cheered by Trump Victory 
“Donald Trump has made possible what was presented as completely 
impossible. So it’s a sign of hope for those who cannot bear wild global- 
ization, who cannot bear the political life led by the elites.” 

Marine Le Pen, the leader of France’s right-wing National Front, and 
her political party are expected to do well in the spring 2017 election. 
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Trump Finds Cost of Air Force One Too High, Cancels the Order 

“Tt’s going to be over $4 billion for Air Force One program, and I think it’s ridiculous. I think Boeing 
is doing a little bit of a number. We want Boeing to make a lot of money, but not that much money.” 
When presented with the fact that Boeing had a lucrative order to build two new 747 planes for use by 
presidents, Donald Trump erupted with disbelief and called for canceling the order. 


World Doping Agency Reports Massive Cheating by Russia 
“For years, international sports competitions have been hijacked by the Russians. It is impossible to 
know just how deep and how far back this conspiracy goes.” 

An investigation begun years ago by Canadian lawyer Richard McLaren casts a huge shadow on 
victories won by Russian athletes in the recent Olympics and other com- 
petitions. 


German Chancellor Reverses Course 

to Get Reelected, Speaks Out Against Face Veils 

“Here we say ‘Show your face.’ Full veiling is not appropriate here. It 

should be prohibited wherever possible.” 

After telling a large gathering of political supporters that she would not 

tolerate Sharia law, Germany’s Chancellor Angela Merkel urged a ban 

on full-face veils worn by Muslim women. She previously permitted immi- 

gration to Germany of one million refugees, most of whom are Muslims. @ 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 


Merkel 
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QUICKQUOTES 


WE HAD 


OUR WAY 


New Year's resolutions 
for The new Congress 


Donald Trump’s election, and his nomination of some small-government, freedom-oriented 
aides, ushers in hope that smothering government will be curtailed. Here’s what we'd do. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ow that the dust has settled on 
this year’s elections, the time has 
come (or so some of the punditry 


in the media assure us) to set aside political 
acrimony and unite under the new leader- 


10 


ship of President-elect Donald Trump and 
the new House and Senate. Although it’s 
far from clear what President Trump will 
choose to prioritize, now that he will face 
the realities of entrenched political inter- 
ests in Washington instead of his fired-up 
political base on the hustings, it seems at 


least possible that he will show much more 
sympathy for certain constitutionalist and 
Americanist causes — such as the Second 
Amendment and getting our borders under 
control — than his predecessor. 

But in reality, if real change is to be 
enacted in Washington, it must start, as 
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always, on Capitol Hill. It is Congress, 
after all, that holds the purse strings, and 
Congress (at least under the Constitu- 
tion) in which the authority to go to war 
is vested. All of the legislative monstrosi- 
ties of the Obama era, including Obama- 
Care, the bailouts, and the welter of new 
controls on the financial sector, could not 
have come into being without a coopera- 
tive Congress. As it has been under every 
president from Washington to Obama, so 
it will be under Donald Trump (his fiery 
populist, sometimes authoritarian rheto- 
ric notwithstanding): Congress holds the 
keys to repealing bad laws and enacting 
new legislation. In the spirit of the loom- 
ing New Year, therefore, we propose some 
New Year’s resolutions for the incoming 
115th Congress to consider. 

1. Take steps to initiate the process for 
withdrawal from the United Nations, 
the World Trade Organization, NATO, 
and NAFTA. Since the end of the Sec- 
ond World War, the United States has al- 
lowed itself to become entangled in a web 
of international organizations dedicated 
to the overthrow of the world’s sovereign 
nations, including the United States. The 
very notion of sovereignty in the modern 
sense is comparatively new, dating from 
the Peace of Westphalia in the 17th cen- 
tury what came before that. No sooner was 
Westphalia concluded than elitist minds in 
Europe began scheming about internation- 
al government, the “Parliament of man, 
the federation of the world,” in the words 
of Tennyson. After several failed attempts, 
which included the Holy Alliance after the 
Napoleonic Wars and the League of Na- 
tions after World War I, the United Na- 
tions was set up at the end of World War 
II, with its headquarters in New York City 
and the United States as a proud member. 
But ever since the creation of the UN, the 
United States has been subject to constant 
and unrelenting pressure to surrender sov- 
ereignty to the United Nations system, a 
transparent attempt to create world gov- 
ernment by the installment plan. 

Of particular concern are subsidiary 
international organizations such as the 
World Trade Organization (WTO) and re- 
gional trade blocs such as NAFTA. In the 
1990s the United States helped to set up 
the WTO, despite repeated warnings that 
the de facto global trade ministry would 
end up dictating trade policy to the United 
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The borders among Canada, the United States, and 
Mexico have never been as difficult to cross as they 
are right now (except for illegal migrants). The alleged 


benefits of “free trade” have been a one-way street, with 
American businesses relocating en masse to Mexico. 


States. During our two-decade member- 
ship in the WTO, the United States has 
repeatedly been forced to change laws, 
both at the state and federal level, that 
have been ruled to be in conflict with the 
WTO’s rules. 

NAFTA, also a child of the ?90s, was 
supported by Republicans and Democrats 
alike, touted as a deal for free trade and 
open borders. In reality, NAFTA has led 
to the rise of managed trade and selective- 
ly permeable borders; illegal immigrants 
from Mexico and points south encounter 
few impediments to entering the United 
States (and Canada), but Americans and 
Canadians now must possess passports 
to visit one another’s countries or travel 
to Mexico (Americans cannot even drive 
into Mexico without purchasing expen- 
sive Mexican car insurance). It is also 
far more difficult now for Americans and 
Canadians to move and work across the 
international border than it was a few 


generations ago. In a word, NAFTA has 
delivered precisely the opposite of what 
it promised. The borders among Canada, 
the United States, and Mexico have never 
been as difficult to cross as they are right 
now (except for illegal migrants). The al- 
leged benefits of “free trade” have been 
a one-way street, with American busi- 
nesses relocating en masse to Mexico 
(an undeniable benefit to Mexico), but 
no Mexican businesses opening shop in 
EI Norte. 

But the architects and supporters of 
NAFTA appear to care little for any of 
this, because the point of NAFTA is not to 
deliver promised prosperity and coopera- 
tion, but to establish a precedent for in- 
ternational government in the guise of a 
regional trade bloc — exactly as has been 
accomplished in Europe. 

As for NATO, the organization was 
founded after World War II as a defen- 
sive alliance against the Soviet Union, the 
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Entangling alliances: American involvement in the United Nations has been a gain for many poor 
socialist countries and dictatorships, but a loss for the United States, which not only has to pay 
the lion’s share of UN expenses, but also has seen its sovereignty severely compromised. 
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communist superpower whose gigantic 
military occupied Eastern Europe, men- 
aced Western Europe, and had thousands 
of nuclear weapons targeting the United 
States at the height of the Cold War. But 
when the Cold War ended and the overt 
communist menace in Moscow receded, 
NATO became the legal pretext for such 
operations as the war in Afghanistan, 
which have nothing to do with NATO’s 
founding mission. More ominously, our 
continued membership would require us 
to come to the defense, not only of grand 
old allies such as Great Britain and Cana- 
da, were they attacked by Russia, but also 
the likes of Lithuania and Estonia, tiny 
Baltic states that rushed to join NATO 
after the Soviet breakup. Our continued 
membership in an organization that re- 
quires the United States to run the risk of 
nuclear war should Russia get involved in 
a border spat with a neighbor such as Es- 
tonia (as they have done with non-NATO 
allies Georgia and the Ukraine in recent 
years) is an unacceptable compromise of 
our national interests. 

In general, America should begin re-ori- 
enting her foreign and trade policy back to 
the course recommended by the Founding 
Fathers, and largely adhered to until the 
First World War: avoidance of entangling 
alliances with foreign powers, be they of 
the military or economic variety. 

We have high hopes, based on Donald 
Trump’s anti-NAFTA and anti-TPP cam- 
paign rhetoric, that at least some of these 
objectives will find executive support 
during the next administration. Indeed, 
the strongest resistance to any program 
of disengagement from our modern-day 
web of “entangling alliances” is likely to 
come from neocon Republicans such as 
John McCain and former Speaker of the 
House Newt Gingrich, both of whom have 
always been strongly committed to the 
globalist ideology of maximal American 
entanglement in foreign broils and trade 
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Bring them home: Too many American lives have been lost fighting in far-flung lands for 
nebulous goals. In the case of Afghanistan, American forces have been fighting for 15 years, 

but the Taliban and al-Qaeda are both entrenched there and in neighboring Pakistan, poised to 
return to power the moment America withdraws. For this, thousands of Americans have paid the 


ultimate price. 


agreements. But President-elect Trump 
is apparently poised to jettison the TPP 
or Trans-Pacific Partnership, a trade deal 
championed by the Obama administration 
and the internationalist establishment, 
which Candidate Trump has criticized. 
In fact, on November 21, President-elect 
Trump indicated that on the first day of 
his administration he will “issue a notifi- 
cation of intent to withdraw from the Trans 
Pacific Partnership, a potential disaster for 
our country.” We await the fulfillment of 
that promise. 

2. Withdraw our armed forces from 
the Middle East and Afghanistan, 
and close Gitmo. The U.S. military is 
the lineal descendant of the Continental 
Army, created by the Second Continental 
Congress in 1775. Its purpose then was 
to vindicate and protect American inde- 
pendence, and for the next century and a 
half or so, it confined itself mostly to that 


The strongest resistance to any program of 
disengagement from our modern-day web of 
“entangling alliances” is likely to come from neocon 
Republicans such as John McCain and former Speaker 


of the House Newt Gingrich. 
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purpose. But beginning with the Spanish- 
American war at the end of the 19th cen- 
tury, when the United States for the first 
time waged overseas war on the flimsiest 
of pretexts and seized substantial impe- 
rial territory from Spain, the trend toward 
more and more involvement in overseas 
conflicts has accelerated. The First World 
War became an American crusade to 
nowhere, which cost our country more 
than 100,000 lives and produced only 
another, even greater, world war a gen- 
eration later. Since Pearl Harbor, whose 
75th anniversary we recently celebrated, 
the United States has waged one overseas 
war after another, at enormous cost and 
with dubious benefits. South Korea we 
protected from communism, but a state 
of war persists on the Korean peninsula 
60 years later, with the risk of nuclear 
conflict a growing threat. The Vietnam 
War we lost. The Persian Gulf War we 
won, but we have been waging war in 
the Middle East ever since, and the likes 
of Iraq, Yemen, and Syria are worse off 
than ever. 9/11 may have furnished some 
justification for the invasion of Afghani- 
stan more than 15 years ago, but a decade 
and a half later, we are still enmired in 
the central Asian country with no end in 
sight. The best thing we can do to fight 
terrorism is to withdraw our forces from 
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the Middle East and Afghanistan and bol- 
ster our border controls and appropriate, 
constitutional domestic countermeasures. 

And in the longer term, we need to wind 
down the rest of our international military 
commitments, and refocus our military on 
defense of our own homeland and borders 
instead of vaguely defined “interests” in 
far-flung parts of the Earth that are not 
worth the expenditure of American blood 
and treasure. 

3. Repeal ObamaCare, and replace 
it with... nothing. It is laudable that 
President-elect Trump and his Republi- 
can allies in Congress are planning to rid 
America of odious ObamaCare. It is not 
so laudable that they plan to replace it 
with some other type of federal interfer- 
ence in healthcare. The entire healthcare 
crisis began when the federal government 
started interfering in the health sector, 
where it has neither a constitutional writ 
of authority nor any justifiable economic 
reason for so doing. There is nothing sac- 
rosanct or special about healthcare that 
requires it to be managed by government. 
Left to its own devices, it will self-reg- 
ulate under free market conditions like 
every other sector of the economy, just as 
it did for generations, until federal med- 
dling in healthcare began in the second 
half of the 20th century. Healthcare was 
once convenient, affordable, and pro- 
vided by healthcare professionals with a 
minimum of red tape — nothing like it 
is today. Absent the perverse anti-market 
incentives that government has fixed on 
the healthcare sector, costs would quick- 
ly align themselves with what consum- 
ers can realistically afford, as always 
transpires under free market conditions. 
But none of this will happen until enough 
congressmen and voters embrace true 
free market economics. 

4. Audit the Fed. Thanks to the tire- 
less exertions of former Congressman 
Ron Paul, auditing the Federal Reserve 
has finally become a realistic political 
possibility, even though many establish- 
ment Republicans still oppose it on the 
spurious grounds of “keeping the Fed 
independent.” In reality, the Federal Re- 
serve is — and always has been — the 
ultimate insiders’ tool, a central bank 
that is neither federal nor a reserve of 
any kind. It is, simply put, a device for 
manipulating the value of the dollar for 
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the benefit of financial elites and to the 
disadvantage of the rest of us. The Fed 
does this by buying and issuing debt or 
by monkeying with interest rates, re- 
sulting in the creation of brand-new or 
“fiat” money backed by nothing. This 
process is called “inflation,” and its in- 
evitable long-term effect is the devalu- 
ation of currency and its concomitant, 
rising prices. Inflation discourages 
thrift and savings and encourages debt 
and profligacy, distorting every sound 
economic policy and practice. For this 
reason, America needs to get rid of the 
Fed altogether. Since this would lead to 
economic calamity if embarked upon in 
one fell swoop, a measure of prudence is 
called for in designing an exit strategy. A 
congressional audit, which would expose 
to public view the corrupt inner workings 
of America’s central bank, would be an 
excellent first step. 

5. Defund the IRS. Like ObamaCare, 
the Internal Revenue Service needs to be 
terminated, not reformed or overhauled. 
This is because the regime of heavy, 
graduated income taxes that it oversees 
(as well as its newly acquired authority 
to penalize Americans who do not com- 
ply with ObamaCare’s mandate) is hostile 
to American liberty, if technically legal 


under a dubious constitutional amend- 
ment (the 16th). In fact, a heavy graduat- 
ed income tax, like that endured by nearly 
all modern Western countries, is one of 
Marx’s “10 planks of Communism” artic- 
ulated in the Communist Manifesto. The 
pre-16th Amendment Constitution forbade 
the federal government from levying any 
“direct or capitation tax,” and the federal 
government was mostly funded via tariffs 
on luxury imports. 

The best way to eliminate the IRS, as 
with so many federal agencies, is simply 
to defund it. We suppose that, to ensure an 
orderly transition from the present system 
of legal plunder under the IRS to some 
means of funding more amenable to con- 
stitutional principles, a phase-out period 
may be required. During such a period, 
the size and cost of the federal govern- 
ment will be drastically reduced even as 
a different system to fund the remainder, 
based primarily on tariffs and indirect ex- 
cises such as sales taxes, is phased in. In 
the longer run, we would hope to see the 
steady decrease in both the size of gov- 
ernment and in tax rates lead to a federal 
government with the limited powers that 
the Constitution contemplates. But a very 
good start would be to put the IRS out of 
business permanently. 
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Repeal, don’t replace: Government interference in the healthcare sector for the last half-century 
has produced the crisis ObamaCare was supposed to fix — but has made worse. ObamaCare 
should be repealed and not replaced, along with all other federal government interference in 


healthcare. 
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6. Defund and close down the Depart- 
ment of Education. Created by the Carter 
administration, the Department of Educa- 
tion has been corrupting American public 
education ever since. While there is nothing 
unconstitutional about state governments 
funding public schools if they wish, educa- 
tion is certainly not something the federal 
government is authorized to regulate under 
the Constitution. Moreover, the Depart- 
ment of Education is primarily responsible 
for the baneful changes inflicted on pub- 
lic education, including the introduction 
of counterproductive teaching protocols 
such as the notorious Common Core and 
the transformation of public schools from 
institutions of learning into indoctrination 
clinics dedicated to every subversive, po- 
litically correct conceit of the Left. 

Candidate Trump promised repeatedly 
to end Common Core. The best way to do 
that would be to abolish the obnoxious 
federal agency that produced it. 

7. Defund and close down the EPA, 
OSHA, and the FDA. So-called alpha- 
bet soup federal agencies are almost 
all unconstitutional, and should all be 
wound down. In such a target-rich envi- 
ronment, and given the political realities 
in Washington, it is unlikely all can be 
ended immediately. But the best way to 
ensure that a program to systematically 
end all unconstitutional federal agencies 
does not stall after a year or two is to 
start with a few of the best-known and 
most widely detested. These would be 
the EPA, OSHA, and the FDA, which 
for decades have been beavering away 
at private property rights under blanket 
rationales such as environmental health, 
occupational safety, and food quality. In 
reality, the EPA has been one of the worst 
opponents of the free market in Ameri- 
can history, having destroyed countless 
businesses, development projects, and 
other private initiatives in the name of 
protecting some endangered species or 
fragile habitat. OSHA, bane of employ- 
ers everywhere, has been known to shut- 
ter businesses or hamstring them with 
fines for the most trivial of infractions. 
And the FDA is largely responsible for 
the immense time and cost required to 
bring any new drug onto the market. Its 
numerous controls over the food sector 
may be well-intentioned, but cause more 
harm than good, especially to business- 
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es that have to bear heavy compliance 
costs. None of these three agencies has 
any coloration of constitutional legiti- 
macy, and all are prime candidates for 
the budgetary chopping block. All are 
predicated on the false assumption that 
the real or claimed problems the agen- 
cies are supposed to address can only be 
remedied via federal intervention. And 
as for their legions of employees who 
will find themselves out of a job — their 
talents will be much better served in the 
private sector. 

8. Secure America’s southern bor- 
der and end all unconstitutional wel- 
fare benefits for illegal immigrants and 
their families. An argument can be made 
for more open immigration, particularly if 
early American history, when immigrants 
were welcomed to American shores al- 
most without qualification, is taken into 
account. But to argue that modern Amer- 
ica should not exert control over her bor- 
ders, especially in an age of terrorism and 
international criminal enterprises such as 
human and drug trafficking, is danger- 
ously naive. It has been pointed out that, 
pace Trump’s promises to purge America 
of all illegal immigrants, 12 million illegal 
residents pose an unsurmountable logistic 
problem. Possibly so; yet if unconstitu- 
tional welfare benefits — including the 
bizarre and comparatively modern legal 
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doctrine of birth citizenship — were re- 
voked, a large proportion of illegals would 
self-deport. In fact, eliminating the “wel- 
fare magnet” would go a long way toward 
eliminating the illegal immigration crisis, 
as would securing the border. Both should 
be done. 

9. Ensure that a Supreme Court jus- 
tice worthy of the mantle of the late Jus- 
tice Scalia is nominated and confirmed. 
Since the passing of Antonin Scalia, the 
Supreme Court has been virtually dead- 
locked, issuing a series of 4-4 rulings that 
have had no effect. When first formed, 
the Supreme Court also had an even num- 
ber of justices (six), a circumstance that 
required a supermajority of 4-2 to reach 
any verdict. This was not an accident; as 
with all else in the Founding Era hav- 
ing to do with the federal government, 
the Founders seldom missed a chance to 
limit, balance, and offset the powers of 
the government they had created. Having 
a Supreme Court with an even number of 
justices made it much more difficult for 
the court to flex its judicial muscles. Over 
time, it was decided that the Supreme 
Court should have fewer impediments on 
its ability to issue rulings. The new re- 
quirement of a simple majority ruling in a 
court with an odd number of justices has 
proven an enabling factor for SCOTUS to 
legislate from the bench on virtually any 


Human cargo: These illegal immigrants, including several children, were found concealed in a hot 
car trunk by U.S. Border Patrol. A well-guarded border would not stop all such outrages, but it 


would be a step in the right direction. 
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issue. With nine justices, once the court 
decides what cases it will rule on, there 
is never any doubt that a ruling will be 
forthcoming. For this reason, replacing 
Justice Scalia with nobody is not an un- 
attractive option, since it would greatly 
diminish the Supreme Court’s power to 
do further damage to the Constitution, as 
it has done with rulings validating same- 
sex “marriage,” ObamaCare, and abor- 
tion, among many other things. 

That said, returning to an even number 
of justices is probably not politically fea- 
sible at this time. The Constitution, after 
all, does not stipulate the number of Su- 
preme Court justices. The next best thing, 
in our opinion, would be the speedy ap- 
pointment, after the election, of a justice 
worthy to wear the mantle of Justice Sca- 
lia. By every indication, president-elect 
Trump is strongly inclined to do just that, 
although the Democratic minority in the 
Senate will surely oppose any candidate 
he puts forth. But with the likes of Texas 
Supreme Court Justice Don Willett and 
Utah Supreme Court Justice Thomas Rex 
Lee reputedly on Trump’s short list, the 
prospects appear bright for a conserva- 
tive, constitutionalist, originalist Supreme 
Court justice like Antonin Scalia to be 
nominated soon. 

It is worth noting that Lee was identi- 
fied in a paper published in 2016 by the 
Mercer University law school as being the 
Supreme Court nominee most similar to 
Scalia. If he is representative of the type 
of Supreme Court nominee we can expect 
over President Trump’s term or terms in 
office, the highest court in the land could 
be significantly reshaped for the better 
over the next four to eight years. 

10. Pass legislation taking away the 
Supreme Court’s appellate jurisdiction 
over cases involving abortion and mar- 
riage. “Jurisdiction stripping,” whereby 
Congress passes legislation denying the 
Supreme Court the right to hear and make 
rulings on a particular case or cases, is 
authorized by the lamentably underap- 
preciated “exceptions” clause in Article 
III, Section 2 of the U.S. Constitution. 
A power exercised very seldom in U.S. 
history, this clause gives Congress in 
effect the authority to tell the Supreme 
Court to back off where its activity is 
deemed harmful to the body politic. The 
best-known example of such an action 
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A right, not a privilege: The Second Amendment recognizes the God-given right to self-defense, 
and prohibits the federal government from infringing on that right. But thousands of federal gun 
laws and regulations have done just that, and should all be repealed. 


was Ex Parte McCardle, a case involv- 
ing a Reconstruction Era newspaper edi- 
tor named William McCardle, who had 
written articles advocating disobedience 
to Reconstruction laws that upheld the 
postwar military government in the con- 
quered South. McCardle was jailed by 
the military, and in the course of appeal 
on grounds of habeas corpus, in which a 
circuit court found his imprisonment law- 
ful, McCardle asked the Supreme Court 
to review the case. With postwar passions 
still at a fever pitch, the controversy at- 
tracted the attention of Congress, which 
passed legislation denying the Supreme 
Court appellate jurisdiction over McCa- 
rdle’s case. 

While the particulars of Ex Parte Mc- 
Cardle may be repugnant to modern sen- 
sibilities (the imprisonment of a news- 
paperman for printing his opinions), the 
power that Congress exercised at the time 
showcased how the legislative branch was 
intended to check the Supreme Court’s 
ambitions whenever deemed necessary. 
In that case, it was exercised over a par- 
ticular case, but in theory, Congress could 
make an entire class of cases off-limits to 
the Supreme Court. In more recent years, 
it has very occasionally and unobtrusively 
done this, as with the Illegal Immigrant 
Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act 
of 1996, which denied the Supreme Court 
(and by extension, the entire federal judi- 


ciary inferior to it) the authority to review 
certain decisions by the INS. 

There is therefore no impediment, save 
political inertia, to Congress’ passing 
legislation to do the same with abortion, 
same-sex “marriage,” or, for that matter, 
any other issue, such as gun laws, where 
the Supreme Court is deemed an unreli- 
able or unnecessary adjudicator. 

11. Begin rolling back existing un- 
constitutional federal gun-control 
legislation. In President-elect Donald 
Trump, firearms owners will probably 
have a more sympathetic chief execu- 
tive than has been the case for at least a 
half century. Trump is certainly better on 
guns, at least rhetorically, than President 
Reagan (who championed limitations on 
what are now commonly and incorrectly 
called “assault weapons”) ever was. It 
seems very unlikely that Trump, a gun 
owner in anti-gun New York City, will 
champion any new restrictions on gun 
rights. We also expect him to undo vari- 
ous Obama-era presidential decrees that 
have sought to limit the right to buy and 
own firearms and ammunition. 

At the same time, Trump has adopted 
the popular conservative posture that 
the gun laws already on the books are 
enough and should be better enforced. 
The problem is that the federal gun laws 
already on the books represent a sub- 
stantial erosion of rights protected ex- 
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Show of support: To the delight of his passionate base, Donald Trump is now the president-elect, 
and has shown strong sympathy for some aspects of limited government and the Constitution. 
Will his campaign promises prove to be more than just catchy slogans? 


plicitly from federal encroachment by 
the Second Amendment. Private citizens 
no longer have the right to purchase or 
own a wide variety of modern firearms, 
including fully automatic firearms and 
true “assault weapons” manufactured 
after 1986, for example. But all of these 
are certainly suitable for militia use, and 
therefore should be accessible to private 
citizens. Prior to 1968, such weapons as 
M-2 machine guns, Browning Automatic 
Rifles, and military accessories could be 
purchased freely — yet America was not 
convulsed by violent crime, terrorism, 
and insurrection. That crime and terror- 
ism are far more prevalent in a day when 
private citizens’ right to defend them- 
selves has become so severely curtailed 
is a testament to the ineffectiveness of 
gun-control laws — except as measures 
to restrict popular liberty. 

12. Repeal Dodd-Frank. Anytime 
the word “sweeping” is used in connec- 
tion with an act of Congress, beware. 
Dodd-Frank, passed in 2010 in response 
to the Great Recession, was such an act. 
Billed as the most sweeping set of finan- 
cial reforms since the Great Depression, 
Dodd-Frank swept away a huge amount 
of financial freedom, imposing a suffocat- 
ing web of regulations on every part of 
the financial sector, including insurance, 
investment banking, and even retailers 
who issue credit cards. As with all such 


16 


legislation dating back to the 1930s, fed- 
eral regulation of finance is not only un- 
constitutional but also a severe hindrance 
to the operation of the free market. Dodd- 
Frank has been an enormous factor limit- 
ing America’s ability to recover from the 
Great Recession. President Obama will 
leave office the first U.S. president since 
the Depression not to preside over at least 
one year with three percent growth, and 
he has had eight years to help mend the 
economy. But nearly every action taken 
by the Obama administration (and, in fair- 
ness, by the Bush administration before it) 
in response to the Great Recession — the 
bailouts, the tax hikes, and the new regu- 
lations, such as Dodd-Frank — has mili- 
tated against a robust recovery, enlarging 
the size and power of the federal govern- 
ment at the expense of the private sector. 
In fact, the economy of the D.C. area has 
enjoyed strong growth throughout the 
Obama years, thanks to the thousands of 
new federal jobs created on his watch. 
But if America is ever to fully recover 
from the economic 
body blows of ’08 
and ’09, the power, 
prestige, and cost 
of the federal 
government must 
be significantly 
rolled back and 
the private sec- 
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tor reinvigorated. A full repeal of Dodd- 
Frank would be a step in the right direc- 
tion. President-elect Trump has spoken of 
the need to revive American business, so 
he would likely be sympathetic with such 
a legislative initiative. 
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Many Americans are now placing their 
confidence in President-elect Trump to 
undo the follies of the Obama era, but it 
is to Congress that we must look for real 
reform. A president often proposes legisla- 
tion and uses his “bully pulpit” to encour- 
age its passage, but it is Congress that holds 
the constitutional keys for genuine reform. 
It is Congress that passes legislation, Con- 
gress that authorizes all spending, and Con- 
gress that not only determines who gets to 
serve on the Supreme Court, but whether 
the court may even exercise its jurisdiction. 

We are encouraged that President-elect 
Trump has promised to put American in- 
terests before all others, words we have not 
heard from a president or president-elect 
for a very long time. Recently, he promised 
that “my agenda will be based on a simple 
core principle: putting America First.” But 
thetoric aside, Republicans in Congress 
have yet to demonstrate the spine to stand 
up to the leftist establishment with any con- 
sistency, which is the reason that, no matter 
how many GOP-majority congresses voters 
elect, taxes never seem to be cut, illegal im- 
migration never seems to be stemmed, and, 
in general, American — and particularly 
ordinary American — interests never seem 
to become a priority. Will the GOP, under 
the fiery new leadership of Trump, finally 
start putting the Constitution and American 
interests first? 

The foregoing constitutes a very modest 
set of proposals to start a long and perhaps 
arduous reform process, a process neces- 
sary to salvage our great Republic from 
ruin. But we regard them as very realis- 
tic congressional resolutions to ensure a 
genuinely happy New Year. 
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DISPUTE OVER CIA CLAIM 
Russia Tried to Get Trump Elected 


The media reports that the CIA has supported Clinton’s 
claim that Russia “hacked” the election to help Trump, but 


this claim is disputed. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


he CIA has lent credence to Hill- 
ary Clinton’s claim that Russia was 
behind the thousands of leaked e- 

mails that caused her campaign and the 
Democratic National Committee (DNC) so 
much embarrassment when they were pub- 
lished by WikiLeaks, and her claim that the 
purpose of the leaks was to help get Don- 
ald Trump elected. The liberal mainstream 
media have reported on this in a series of 
misleading headlines that approach the 
level of click-bait. Here is just a sampling: 

¢ “Russian Hackers Acted to Aid Trump 
in Election, U.S. Says” (New York Times) 

¢ “Obama orders full review of Russian 
hacking during the 2016 election” (Los 
Angeles Times) 

¢ “Russian hacking and the 2016 elec- 
tion, explained” (CNN) 

* “Inside the Russian Hacking Scandal 
and Trump’s Election” (ABC News) 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


While the reader would not get very 
far into these articles before realizing 
that what is being reported is that Rus- 
sian hackers provided the materials pub- 
lished by WikiLeaks and that the motiva- 
tion was to get Trump elected, the fact 
remains that in a world where perception 
is driven — at least in large part — by 
social media posts made up of headlines, 
any reader who incorrectly perceived that 
Russia “hacked” the election for Trump 
by penetrating voting machines and elec- 
tion tabulations can easily be forgiven his 
erroneous conclusion. 

So if hackers (whether Russian or oth- 
erwise) did not hack voting machines or 
change the way votes were counted, what 
exactly are the media saying happened? To 
answer that question, one has to look at what 
the CIA claims happened. As the Washing- 
ton Post reported under the headline “Secret 
CIA assessment says Russia was trying to 
help Trump win White House”: 


The dispute: Russian President Vladimir 
Putin has been accused of being behind the 
WikiLeaks disclosures that embarrassed 
Clinton and the DNC. The CIA has said the 
purpose of those disclosures was to assure 
the election of Donald Trump. WikiLeaks has 
said Russia is not the source. 


The CIA has concluded in a secret 
assessment that Russia intervened 
in the 2016 election to help Donald 
Trump win the presidency, rather 
than just to undermine confidence in 
the U.S. electoral system, according 
to officials briefed on the matter. 
Intelligence agencies have identi- 
fied individuals with connections to 
the Russian government who pro- 
vided WikiLeaks with thousands of 
hacked emails from the Democratic 
National Committee and others, in- 
cluding Hillary Clinton’s campaign 
chairman, according to U.S. offi- 
cials. Those officials described the 
individuals as actors known to the 
intelligence community and part of 
a wider Russian operation to boost 
Trump and hurt Clinton’s chances. 


The article went on to say: 


“It is the assessment of the intelli- 
gence community that Russia’s goal 
here was to favor one candidate over 
the other, to help Trump get elected,” 
said a senior U.S. official briefed on an 
intelligence presentation made to U.S. 
senators. “That’s the consensus view.” 


The close fit between the recent allegations 
of the CIA and earlier accusations made by 
Clinton throughout her race against Donald 
Trump leads the observer to one of three 
conclusions: 1) Clinton is psychic; 2) Clin- 
ton had an inside track into the “secret CIA 
assessment”; or 3) Clinton — or the insid- 
ers who want her in power — orchestrated 
the “secret CIA assessment” as a last-ditch 
effort to either convince Electoral College 
electors to dump Trump and elect Clinton 
just to spite Russia or at east to “delegiti- 
mize” the election results. Since it is out- 
side the realm of possibility that Clinton has 
psychic powers, one has to ask whether the 
CIA was keeping her in the loop as it con- 
ducted its “secret assessment” or whether 
the outcome of the assessment was tailored 
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to benefit her and undermine the legitimacy 
of a Trump presidency. After all, Clinton 
seems to live by the maxim, “If you can’t 
beat them, smear them.” 

A prime example of the types of allega- 
tions made by Clinton against Trump can 
be seen in the third presidential debate 
between the two on October 19, 2016. 
Fox News debate moderator Chris Wal- 
lace asked Clinton about comments she 
made to Banco Itat about her “dream” of 
“a hemispheric common market with open 
trade and open borders.” After dodging the 
question by pretending that her comments 
were taken out of context, Clinton played 
the “Russian Bogeyman” card, saying: 


You are very clearly quoting from 
WikiLeaks and what’s really im- 
portant about WikiLeaks is that the 
Russian government has engaged in 
espionage against Americans. They 
have hacked American websites, 
American accounts of private people, 
of institutions, then they have given 
that information to WikiLeaks for the 
purpose of putting it on the Internet. 
This has come from the highest lev- 
els of the Russian government, clearly 
from Putin himself, in an effort — as 
17 of our intelligence agencies have 
confirmed — to influence our elec- 
tion. So I actually think the most 
important question of this evening, 
Chris, is finally will Donald Trump 
admit and condemn that the Russians 
are doing this and make it clear that 
he will not have the help of Putin in 
this election, that he rejects Russian 
espionage against Americans which 
he actually encouraged in the past? 


It is important to note a couple of things 
here: 1) Clinton was “answering” a ques- 
tion that pertained to Clinton campaign 
advisor John Podesta’s e-mails, not the 


A double standard: Hillary Clinton 

and the liberal mainstream media have 
expressed outrage that “the Russian 
government has engaged in espionage 
against Americans,” but seem fine 
with the U.S. government spying on 
Russians and Americans alike. 


AP Images 


DNC leak. Her assertion may not have 
been totally ridiculous if she had been ad- 
dressing the DNC leak; it was completely 
off the mark in regard to the Podesta e- 
mails since the reports from “17 of our 
intelligence agencies” addressed the DNC 
leaks, not the Podesta e-mails; 2) As is to 
be expected from someone with such an 
open relationship with the truth, Clinton 
exaggerated the facts until they ceased to 
be facts. What the intelligence commu- 
nity actually said was that the WikiLeaks 
disclosures of the DNC documents were 
“consistent with the methods and motiva- 
tions of Russian-directed efforts.” That is 
not quite the same thing as saying “Putin 
himself” sought “to influence our elec- 
tion” and that Donald Trump would “have 
the help of Putin in this election.” 

Besides stretching the truth past the 
breaking point, Clinton’s remarks during the 
debate are a clear example of using a strong 
offense as a good defense. Clinton and her 
comrades in the DNC had been caught red- 
handed doing things that were illegal, im- 
moral, and unethical. The e-mails published 
by WikiLeaks were a box full of smoking 
guns and Clinton had to deflect the attention 
away from herself and toward Trump. 

A quick look at just five of those smok- 


A quick look at just five of those smoking guns — any 
of which alone would be damning — illustrates why 
Clinton (with the help of the liberal mainstream media) 
wanted to keep the attention on the Supposed source 
of the leak, rather than on what the e-mails show 


about Clinton. 
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ing guns — any of which alone would be 
damning — illustrates why Clinton (with 
the help of the liberal mainstream media) 
wanted to keep the attention on the sup- 
posed source of the leak, rather than on 
what the e-mails show about Clinton and 
her comrades in the DNC. 

¢ As secretary of state, Clinton “reset” 
relations with Putin’s Russia, which 
helped the Clinton Foundation and its do- 
nors make millions of dollars off a deal 
that sold mining company Uranium One 
(and 25 percent of our strategic uranium 
production) to Russia. 

¢ John Podesta, Clinton’s campaign man- 
ager, is involved in a huge financial/nation- 
al security scandal involving his position as 
an executive board member of Joule Global 
Stichting, a company owned by Russian 
oligarch Viktor Vekselberg and Putin’s 
state-owned RUSNANO corporation. 

* Secretary of State Clinton set up 
multi-billion dollar deals and transfers of 
U.S. technology to help Vladimir Putin 
build Skolkovo, Russia’s high-tech Sili- 
con Valley, concerning which the FBI has 
issued “an extraordinary warning” noting 
that Russia may use this cooperation to 
obtain America’s “sensitive or classified 
research development facilities and dual- 
use technologies.” 

* Clinton’s own campaign staff ex- 
pressed concerns about the Clinton Foun- 
dation’s “cozy relationship” with the Na- 
tional Iranian American Council (NIAC), 
a notorious group with links to Iran’s viru- 
lently anti-American regime, and a Clin- 
ton fundraising event at the home of NIAC 
official Michael Chegini. 

¢ The Clinton Foundation accepted more 
than $10 million from the government of 
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Saudi Arabia and $1 million from Qatar, 
even though Secretary Clinton noted in 
an e-mail that the Saudis and Qatar “are 
providing clandestine financial and logis- 
tic support to ISIL and other radical Sunni 
groups in the region.” 

So in an attempt to shift the blame, Clin- 
ton introduced — from stage left — the 
Russia/Trump connection. By painting a 
picture of Trump as Putin’s puppet, Clin- 
ton seemed to hope she could gain enough 
points to pull ahead of him and win the 
election. The liberal mainstream media 
were only too happy to help Clinton by 
over-reporting on her allegations that Putin 
was behind the leaking of the damning e- 
mails and under-reporting on the content 
of the e-mails that was so damning. While 
there is concern about American servers 
being hacked, and knowing the source of 
the leaks — if it can be known — is news- 
worthy, the major emphasis of the media 
should not have been on where the e-mails 
came from, but on what they contained. 
After all, at exactly the same time the liber- 
al mainstream media and the Clinton cam- 
paign were pretending that the content of 
those e-mails and documents did not matter 
because all that mattered was the source, 
they were constantly reporting on an em- 
barrassing video of Donald Trump mak- 
ing inexcusable comments about women. 
In that case, neither the motivation nor the 
source of the video were called into ques- 
tion; all that mattered to the media and the 
campaign was the content of the video. 

In the end, Clinton’s tactic of obfusca- 
tion and redirection failed and — in spite 
of the help she received from the media 
— she lost to Trump in a shocking upset. 
But apparently, with Clinton, it ain’t over 
till it’s over. Echoing Clinton’s previous 
accusations, ““The CIA shared its latest as- 
sessment with key senators in a closed-door 
briefing on Capitol Hill last week,” accord- 
ing to the Washington Post. In that “closed- 
door” meeting, “agency officials cited a 
growing body of intelligence from multiple 
sources” to the effect that “electing Trump 
was Russia’s goal.” The Clinton campaign 
lost no time in seizing the moment to de- 
mand “the declassification of all informa- 
tion about Russia’s meddling as well as an 
explanation from the Obama administration 
of what it knew and when it knew it,” ac- 
cording to the New York Times in an article 
dated December 12. That demand came not 
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from Clinton herself, but from Clinton cam- 
paign manager John Podesta, whose e-mails 
played a prominent role in the WikiLeaks 
disclosures. In his statement, Podesta wrote: 


We now know that the C.I.A. has 
determined Russia’s interference in 
our elections was for the purpose of 
electing Donald Trump. This should 
distress every American. Never be- 
fore in the history of our republic 
have we seen such an effort to under- 
mine the bedrock of our democracy. 

This is not a partisan issue, and we 
are glad to see bipartisan support in 
the Congress for an investigation into 
Russia’s role. We believe that the ad- 
ministration owes it to the American 
people to explain what it knows re- 
garding the extent and manner of Rus- 
sia’s interference and this be done as 
soon as possible. To that end, we also 
support the request from members of 
the Senate Intelligence Committee to 
declassify information around Rus- 
sia’s roles in the election and to make 
this data available to the public. 


Setting aside the brazenness of the Clin- 
ton campaign even using the word “de- 
classification” in a statement, the demand 
seems to imply that Russia “hacked” the 
election. This — and the general tone of 
Podesta’s statement — led White House 


Press Secretary Josh Earnest to clarify 
that Russia did not “hack” the electoral 
process or the counting of votes. As noted 
above, this fact did not prevent the lib- 
eral mainstream media from reporting in 
a way that could lead many to accept Po- 
desta’s implication as fact. 

Almost immediately after the news of the 
CIA assessment broke, a group of Electoral 
College electors — almost all Democrats 
— wrote an open letter to Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence James Clapper, asking 
for information about any “ongoing inves- 
tigations into ties between Donald Trump, 
his campaign or associates, and Russian 
government interference in the election, the 
scope of those investigations, how far those 
investigations may have reached, and who 
was involved in those investigations.” They 
had asked for the information to be given to 
them before their December 19 meeting to 
formally vote for the next president. 

Just in case the wording of the open letter 
was too ambiguous and the message — that 
those electors whose names appear on the 
letter are ready to flip their votes for Clin- 
ton — was not clearly understood, the letter 
goes on to say, “We further require a brief- 
ing on all investigative findings, as these 
matters directly impact the core factors in 
our deliberations of whether Mr. Trump 
is fit to serve as President of the United 
States.” Of course, they did not express any 
doubts as to Clinton’s fitness for that office. 


Julian Assange: “Hillary Clinton has stated multiple times, falsely, that 17 US intelligence 
agencies had assessed that Russia was the source of our publications. That’s false — we can say 


that the Russian government is not the source.” 
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On December 12, The Hill reported: 
“Nine Democrats and one Republican 
signed the letter. The Republican, Chris- 
topher Suprun, has said that he won’t vote 
for Trump when the Electoral College 
meets. The Monday letter comes three 
days after The Washington Post reported 
that the CIA believes Russian hackers 
obtained and released, via WikiLeaks, 
Democratic National Committee emails 
to sway the election for Trump.” 

While the Constitution allows electors 
to vote however they please, regardless of 
the popular vote in their states, it would 
be a mistake to allow their judgment to 
be swayed by mere allegations that Rus- 
sia attempted to influence the election. 
There are good reasons to doubt that the 
CIA assessment is based in anything but 
political motivation. In fact, retired Army 
intelligence officer Tony Shaffer made 
exactly that point in a December 12 in- 
terview with WMAL radio. Shaffer said 
the assessment was “purely political” 
and was an act of “loyalty to President 
Obama.” He added, “It’s about undermin- 
ing Trump, that’s what it is. It’s called ‘in- 
formation operations,’ ‘information war- 
fare,’ and that’s what I believe is going 
on.” It is important to remember that this 
would not be the first time the CIA has 
run a disinformation campaign to put a 
preferred leader in power. Disinformation 
is the agency’s trade-craft. The Trump 
transition team echoed similar sentiments 
in a short statement issued on December 


Looking for a patsy: Clinton campaign 
manager John Podesta — who was shown 

in the leaked e-mails to have acted illegally 
and immorally — has demanded that the 
U.S. government “declassify information 
around Russia’s roles in the election and to 
make this data available to the public.” 


AP Images 
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9, saying of the CIA, “These are the same 
people that said Saddam Hussein had 
weapons of mass destruction.” 

While it is possible that Russian hack- 
ers were behind the leaked information 
provided to WikiLeaks, it does not neces- 
sarily follow that those hackers were di- 
rected by Moscow. It is also possible that 
the hackers were not Russian at all. Given 
the facts, it would be foolish to take the 
word of the CIA at face value. 

Julian Assange — the founder and pub- 
lic face of WikiLeaks — denied in a televi- 
sion interview with John Pilger that Rus- 
sia was the source of the leaked e-mails. 
“Hillary Clinton has stated multiple times, 
falsely, that 17 US intelligence agencies 
had assessed that Russia was the source 
of our publications. That’s false — we can 
say that the Russian government is not the 
source,” he declared in the interview in 
early November. As noted above, Clin- 
ton’s claims were false in that she went 
well beyond the facts. 

Furthermore, Donald Trump has repeat- 
edly denied any ties whatsoever to Russia. 
Responding to the CIA assessment, Trump 
tweeted, “Can you imagine if the election 
results were the opposite and WE tried 
to play the Russia/CIA card. It would be 
called conspiracy theory!” One need not 
be a Trump supporter to see that he is cor- 
rect in his assertion that the Left would tar 
and feather anyone who used that line of 
reasoning to deny a Clinton victory — if 
she had a victory to be denied. 


Regardless of who did the hacking, the 
crux of the CJA’s assessment was that the 
purpose of the hacking and the leaking of 
these documents and e-mails was to cause 
the election of Donald Trump. 

Perhaps the largest doubt on the ve- 
racity of the CIA’s claim is cast by the 
reaction of other intelligence organiza- 
tions. On December 10, the Washington 
Post reported that the “FBI and CIA give 
differing accounts to lawmakers on Rus- 
sia’s motives in 2016 hacks” and “The 
divergent messages from the CIA and 
the FBI put a spotlight on the difficulty 
faced by intelligence and law enforce- 
ment officials as they try to draw con- 
clusions about the Kremlin’s motives for 
hacking Democratic Party emails during 
the 2016 race.” 

And a December 12 report by Reuters 
under the headline “Exclusive: Top U.S. 
spy agency has not embraced CIA assess- 
ment on Russia hacking” said: 


The overseers of the U.S. intelligence 
community have not embraced a CIA 
assessment that Russian cyber at- 
tacks were aimed at helping Repub- 
lican President-elect Donald Trump 
win the 2016 election, three Ameri- 
can officials said on Monday. 

While the Office of the Director of 
National Intelligence (ODNI) does 
not dispute the CIA’s analysis of Rus- 
sian hacking operations, it has not 
endorsed their assessment because 
of a lack of conclusive evidence that 
Moscow intended to boost Trump 
over Democratic opponent Hillary 
Clinton, said the officials, who de- 
clined to be named. 


While accepting the possibility that Rus- 
sian hackers (whether directed by Moscow 
or not) were behind the initial hacks, the 
FBI and ODNI do not share the CIA’s cer- 
tainty that the purpose of the hacks was to 
put Trump in the White House. 

So, while the CIA, the liberal main- 
stream media, and the Clinton campaign 
assert that Putin “hacked” the election for 
the purpose of getting Trump elected, the 
evidence does not support that claim. Of 
course, the facts will not likely sway those 
who have already made up their minds, 
and this issue will probably hound Trump 
for months after taking office. 
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With John Birch Society CEO 


With Donald Trump winning the presidency while using 
as his main talking points longtime JBS objectives, what is 
next for The John Birch Society? 


Christian Gomez interviews 
Arthur R. Thompson 


by Christian Gomez 


he election of Donald Trump 
T has generated much buzz in the 

mainstream media over the inac- 
curacy of the polls, why the American 
people voted as they did, and of course, 
what Trump will do as president. The buzz 
has also included claims that Trump will 
undo much of what has been done under 
Obama, that he will imperil our “democ- 
racy,” and that “Trumpism” is the latest 
manifestation of The John Birch Society. 
THE NEW AMERICAN magazine recently 
had the opportunity to sit down with and 
interview Arthur Thompson, the CEO of 
The John Birch Society, and ask him about 
this, his thoughts about this past election, 
and also what lies ahead for the Society in 
the coming years. Thompson became CEO 
of The John Birch Society in 2005 and is 
now in his 11th year. 
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How does the elec- 
tion of Donald Trump to the White House 
affect or change any of the goals of The 
John Birch Society, as compared to the 
Obama administration or a Hillary presi- 
dency had she won? 

Arthur R. Thompson: First of all, let me 
state that in my lifetime, this is the first 
time we have even had a debate as to the 
president-elect’s nominees for his Cabinet 
and others. In the past 100 years, there has 
been no influence in the debate by con- 
stitutionalists and those opposing interna- 
tionalism. While we may be disappointed 
by what is going on with some appoint- 
ments, there can be no question that some 
very good people are going to be involved 
in the new administration. It will remain 
to be seen just how much influence they 
will have. 

However, the changes in federal ad- 
ministrations have never changed the 


basic agenda of The John Birch Society. 
This is because there is an agenda by those 
who wish to rule the American people that 
has never changed from its basic ideas of 
changing our American society on the 
road to building socialism. This agenda 
has been used by every despot since histo- 
ry has been recorded, with a few nuances 
altered due to the growth of technology. 
We are dealing with human nature, which 
never changes. 

From Greece and Rome, those who 
want to rule have used the same tactics: 
the accumulation of police power; the 
bread and circuses that have evolved 
into the dole today, building a class of 
dependents on government; and by plac- 
ing strings across their populations in the 
form of regulations and laws wherein the 
people could not exercise their rights. 

We proceed on the premise that those 
who come to power want more power, and 
while some aspects of onerous govern- 
ment may be reversed, until all aspects of 
unconstitutional government are removed 
— not replaced or reformed — The John 
Birch Society will continue to adhere to 
our standard goals of less government and 
more responsibility and, with God’s help, 
a better world. 


Now that the president-elect is a 

Republican and both the House and Sen- 
ate are also Republican, do you expect the 
Republican Party to follow through on its 
legislative agenda? 
Thompson: The experiences of the past 
may tell us a great deal about the future. 
The past indicates that the Republican 
Party contains elements that are essential- 
ly no different than the Democrat Party. 
Keep in mind that politicians run in the 
party of the majority of his constituency if 
they want to win. Therefore, there are peo- 
ple who simply adopt the party of the vot- 
ers — not necessarily latching onto what 
the voters really believe in — in order to 
get elected. 

In addition, the history of the Republi- 
can Party has been one of compromise at 
best, and in certain instances it has been 
more socialist than the Democrats. We 
have to remember the adage of British 
Lord Acton: “Power tends to corrupt, and 
absolute power corrupts absolutely.” To 
this we have to add, those who seek power 
use any label and cause to rise to power. 
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Communism is alive and well and just as dangerous 
as before — perhaps even more dangerous because 
its labeled “socialism” and too many people do not yet 
understand the dangers of communism and what it 
means to them and their families. 


Finally, we have to remember the ad- 
monition of Thomas Jefferson to bind man 
“down from mischief by the chains of the 
Constitution,” meaning the politicians. We 
have to work to bind down all politicians, 
bound down by the chains of the Consti- 
tution no matter what party they profess. 


TNA: Do you think that Trump will follow 
through on his campaign promises? 
Thompson: We sincerely hope he fol- 
lows through on constitutional prom- 
ises, but we are not holding our breath. 
Through helping build constituent pres- 
sure on Washington, it will be part of our 
job to see that he does keep promises that 
are crucial, such as stopping foreign en- 
tanglements called free trade, preventing 
illegal immigration, halting government 
intrusion into private business such as the 
medical field, stopping federal intrusion 
into local schools, etc. 


TNA: Now that he’s been elected presi- 
dent, what could or should Donald Trump 
actually do to make America great again? 
Thompson: A short answer is to elimi- 
nate unconstitutional federal agencies, 
such as the Department of Education and 
the EPA; begin to return so-called federal 
lands to the states; sell federal “business- 
es” that compete with the private sector; 
put the monies into eliminating the debt; 
and eliminate regulations that give gov- 
ernment unconstitutional power. In other 
words, start making government small 
and constitutional again. Once this hap- 
pens, prosperity will be a reality and in- 
novation will help build our economy in 
ways that are unimaginable today. 

To make the point, my grandfather’s 
first salaried job was driving a stagecoach 
between Missoula and Ronan, Montana. 
Before he died, he saw a man walk on the 
moon — tremendous economic and tech- 
nological advances in one life. This could 
happen again if the controls were lifted 
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from the free market and the mental mar- 
ket as they were during my grandfather’s 
lifetime. 


TNA: Jeet Heer, senior editor of the left- 
wing New Republic, recently wrote, “The 
Birchers were important precursors to 
what is now the governing ideology of 
the Republican Party: Trumpism.” What 
is your response to those who claim that 
Donald Trump and his election to the 
White House are an extension or result of 
The John Birch Society? 

Thompson: One way to look at this 
is the fact that most of the issues in the 
2016 campaign were issues that our So- 
ciety pioneered, some for decades when 
no other organization would touch them 
or even understand the problems they pre- 
sented. We are not saying we had anything 
to do with Mr. Trump. What we can say is 
that in some cases we laid down the base 
of understanding on these issues — such 
as the Trans-Pacific Partnership or TPP 


— before anyone, and before most other 
organizations on issues such as illegal im- 
migration. 

One thing that we must point out is that 
Trump captured a movement. That move- 
ment was created by the members of The 
John Birch Society, directly or indirectly. 
It is true that some people and organiza- 
tions adopted our causes and took credit 
for them, but they were started by the JBS. 

The manner in which the JBS operates 
is not to make a great deal of noise, say- 
ing, “Look at me, look at me — look at 
what I have done,” but to go about steadily 
educating our friends, family, and local 
opinion molders. In this regard, it is grati- 
fying to go all over the country and see our 
members working as leaders in all sorts of 
groups and in local government and legis- 
latures, working to educate Americans on 
the important issues. 

One thing that we can definitely state 
is that the internationalist agenda is some- 
thing we have educated people on for 
every year that we have been in existence, 
particularly on the dangers of the United 
Nations and how its tentacles have worked 
into all levels of our government and aca- 
demia — even into business associations 
that should be pro-American but which 
have become more interested in interna- 
tionalism. 

We have disseminated literally hun- 
dreds of millions of pieces of literature 


A first positive step: On November 21, 2016, President-elect Donald Trump released a video 
message on YouTube stating that he would “issue our notification of intent to withdraw from the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership, a potential disaster for our country.” The John Birch Society and THE 
New American have been warning about the dangers of the TPP since 2012. 
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since 1959 on this subject. We have done 
likewise with films, filmstrips, recordings, 
videos, etc., to tens of millions of people, 
not counting the Internet, which has pro- 
pelled all organizations well beyond their 
immediate membership. As a result, a siz- 
able segment of the American people now 
rejects internationalism and understands 
what the loss of sovereignty means to our 
economy and the freedom of the Ameri- 
can people, and has spoken at the polls in 
2016. No question. 

One thing the reader can look at is how 
our magazine, THE NEW AMERICAN, has 
been right on target, setting the dials on the 
concerns of the voters for years. This can be 
done, of course, by reviewing many of the 
articles THE NEW AMERICAN has published 
since its launch in 1985. But one article in 
particular, “Thirty Years of Projecting the 
Lines” by Gary Benoit, published in 2015, 
surveys a number of the predictions where 
the passage of time proved us correct and 
the major media wrong. This article, avail- 
able online at TheNewAmerican.com, will 
startle the reader by just how accurate we 
have been over the years. 


What is your response to those who 
claim that the JBS is a relic of the Cold 
War — that it is no longer relevant? 
Thompson: The Cold War was a war 
against the growth of communism. Look 
at our streets today, with the demonstra- 
tions and violence happening today. These 
violent demonstrations are organized by 
communists, all with ties to international 
communism. For instance, if you look at 
the signs and banners at many of these 
anti-police and anti-Trump rallies you see 
the same names, such as RevCom, which 
stands for the Revolutionary Communist 
Party USA; or Socialist Alternative, which 
is the U.S. affiliate of the Committee for 
a Workers’ International, an association 
of radical Trotskyite communist parties 
around the world; the Workers World 
Party, another radical Marxist-Leninist 
party; and the ANSWER Coalition. We 
will further document this statement over 
and over again in the future. Communism 
is alive and well and just as dangerous as 
before — perhaps even more dangerous 
because it’s labeled “socialism” and too 
many people do not yet understand the 
dangers of communism and what it means 
to them and their families. 
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We were, if not the only, almost the 
only organization saying that communism 
never died; it morphed tactics, to build 
behind the scenes and then come back 
later in a more dangerous form from the 
standpoint of being able to achieve suc- 
cess. They are back in full force, and we 
are here to stop them by exposing them 
and their tactics. 


What sort of challenges might a 
Trump presidency present to JBS and the 
country as a whole? 
Thompson: There are some problems that 
Trump may try to solve using tactics that 
will be, in all innocence, more dangerous 
in the long run than the problem trying 
to be solved. Carrying over the discus- 
sion with the problems with violence in 
the streets, a solution being discussed by 
Trump is massive support for our local 
police. Such support could very well turn 
into the federalizing of our local police 
in the long run. The real solution to the 
problems in the streets is to expose the 
organizations behind this violence and 
allow the police to do their jobs. There are 
some things that can prevent this on a local 
basis, but to discuss them would take more 
space than we have here. 

On another note, the support by Trump 
for term limits may give us problems on 
two levels. First, our country’s Found- 
ers found that term limits not only did 
not work, they were very dangerous, and 
this was one of the reasons for what be- 
came known as the Constitutional Con- 
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vention. They wanted to eliminate term 
limits from the Articles of Confederation. 
There are many reasons that term limits 
do not work: First of all we already have 
term limits, they happen every election, 
and second, term-limits legislation would 
deny the electorate the candidate they may 
wish to retain. Furthermore, a term-limited 
congressman is a lame-duck congressman. 
And if you think a two-month lame-duck 
session of Congress is bad, just wait until 
it’s extended for two to six years! 

The problem is not term limits, it is in 
the electorate — they will simply elect 
someone else who is just as bad if they re- 
main uninformed. But it works both ways. 
Ron Paul, for instance, would never have 
become the national figure he was, and 
is, if term limits had been in play. There 
are many reasons for not supporting term 
limits, but the biggest danger right now is 
that it will serve as an impetus for the con- 
stitutional convention movement that the 
JBS has been stopping for several decades. 
By building awareness of the dangers of 
a Con-Con among our members, who in 
turn contacted their state legislators, the 
JBS was able to convince various state 
legislatures to pass rescissions of their 
previous Article V Con-Con applications 
to Congress. Go to our website JBS.org for 
more information about our Choose Free- 
dom — STOP A Con-Con action project. 


In light of Trump's vow to pull out 


of the TPP, will the JBS be ending its Stop 
The Free Trade Agenda? 
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Protecting them from themselves: With Hillary Clinton winning the millennial vote in a landslide 


55-35 percent, John Birch Society CEO Art Thompson encourages parents to take their children 
out of public school and instead enroll them in private school or homeschool. 


Thompson: Only when we see that the 
TPP and its Atlantic sister, the TTIP, 
are dead. However, we will never stop 
educating on the dangers of foreign en- 
tanglements. 


Despite Trump's election victory, 

Hillary Clinton won the millennial vote in 
a landslide 55-35 percent. Does this mean 
that liberalism is the wave of the future? 
And what can concerned parents do to 
help turn the tide on the apparent liberal 
hold over their children and many future 
voters? 
Thompson: The wave of the future will 
be liberalism unless the JBS grows to a 
size to win the war against ignorance and 
the government schools are changed from 
bastions of liberalism at best and com- 
munism at worst. Parents should do what 
they can to have their children educated 
outside of the government schools, either 
by homeschooling them or enrolling them 
in a private school. 

Our affiliate, FreedomProject Acade- 
my, has a superior school that is based on 
homeschooling. It is a virtual classroom 
with the students actually enrolled in a 
class, live, over the Internet. It combines 
the best of the class environment with the 
ability of the parents to interact with and 
supervise their children in their own home 
or church. We heartily recommend all par- 
ents to look into FreedomProject Academy 
online and seriously look at the possibili- 
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ties for educating their children with a 
quality education. 


With the recent rise of violence 

against police in America, what if any- 
thing is The John Birch Society doing or 
planning to do to support local law en- 
forcement? 
Thompson: We have for decades built 
Support Your Local Police committees 
all over the country. During the violence 
of the 1960s and 1970s, this was a hugely 
popular movement, and it stopped the 
violence in the streets by exposing who 
and what was behind the violence. Many 
police officers participated with us in this 
program. “It’s like déja vu all over again,” 
as Yogi Berra once said. We are building 
our Support Your Local Police committees 
again to answer the call to stop the vio- 
lence, and have added an additional twist 
we will reveal at a later date. 


In what direction would you like to 
see The John Birch Society go from here; 
where do you see the Society going in the 
next five or 10 years? 

Thompson: We would like to see the So- 
ciety become the “go to” organization for 
the truth for the majority of the American 
people by continuing to earn their trust by 
always telling the truth, like it or not. 

We must build the field organization 
of the Society to a level about four times 
what it is today. The Internet is a wonder- 
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ful tool, but it is no substitute for local 
community organizing. We want local 
chapters in as many neighborhoods as 
possible, working on a nationally concert- 
ed action agenda toward national goals. 
These units will not only provide for the 
educating and activating of local people 
but will also provide the means to rebuild 
friendly trust of neighbors and rebuild the 
idea of neighborliness. 

If we can attain this size of organiza- 
tion, we will achieve our goals. It will not 
be easy, it never has been — but it can 
be done if people simply believe it can be 
done and go out and do it. 
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Regardless of who won the presidential 
election, The John Birch Society will 
continue to work to achieve the same 
objectives. As Thompson articulated, the 
Society remains undeterred in its mission 
of promoting “Less government, more re- 
sponsibility, and — with God’s help — a 
better world.” What the media has clas- 
sified as Trumpism was not created in a 
vacuum. Trump did not create the anti-glo- 
balist pro-Americanism movement; it was 
an outgrowth of The John Birch Society’s 
decades-long outreach and educating of 
the electorate about the Constitution and 
key legislative issues. 

While some challenges may lie ahead, 
such as Trump’s support for term limits, 
additional calls for an Article V conven- 
tion, and the National Popular Vote move- 
ment to effectively abolish the Electoral 
College, The John Birch Society does see 
an opportunity to promote an adherence to 
Americanist and constitutionalist virtues, 
as well as pulling the United States out of 
various entangling alliances. The election 
of Trump does not mean that one will hear 
or see less of The John Birch Society — 
quite the opposite. 

As Thompson points out, there remains 
much work for The John Birch Society 
in order to overturn and undo decades of 
globalism, the growth of unconstitutional 
big government, and the moral decay of 
the nation’s culture. The tide is turning on 
the globalists and the insiders, and The 
John Birch Society intends to see to it that 
their plans for a New World Order, as men 
such as outgoing Vice President Joe Biden 
and former Secretary of State Henry Kiss- 
inger call it, are never accomplished. 
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INFANTILE NATION 


How Breeding Overgrown Children Begets the Nanny State 


College kids nowadays are provided “safe spaces,” where only politically correct language 
is allowed, because they lack the mental maturity attained through “virtues” education. 


Children of a larger growth? Strikingly, the average age of gamers today is 31 to 35, with 48 


percent being female. And some while away hours a day playing video games — often engaging 


in virtual vice in the process. 


by Selwyn Duke 


United States naval midshipman, 

David Farragut, commanded a cap- 

tured British vessel during the War 
of 1812 — at age 12. Now major universi- 
ties provide “healing spaces” with Legos, 
coloring books, Play-Doh, and puppies 
for students who “can’t handle” Donald 
Trump’s election victory. 

In 1798, Giocante Casabianca, who 
was 10 to 13, would not abandon his post 
without his commander’s word, and per- 
ished on his ship’s fiery deck during the 
Battle of the Nile. Today, undergraduates 
demand protection from “microaggres- 
sions,” which can include statements such 
as “America is the land of opportunity” 
and “I’m colorblind! I don’t see race.” 

Calvin Graham became the United 
States’ youngest decorated war hero, re- 
ceiving the Bronze Star and Purple Heart 
at 13, serving heroically aboard the USS 
South Dakota during WWII. (He’d lied 
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about his age to military recruiters.) Now 
college students demand “trigger warn- 
ings” when a professor might present 
something traumatizing, such as The 
Great Gatsby, whose “trespass” is that 
it portrays suicide, domestic abuse, and 
graphic violence. 

Why, we might say today’s little snow- 
flakes need to “man up,” but watch out! 
That term is verboten on some campuses 
because, supposedly, it’s “offensive” and 
distressing. But what’s really distressing 
is that many “adults” today aren’t half the 
boys our ancestors were. 

In reality, it was common years ago for 
young children to assume adult responsibil- 
ities. Apprenticeships at age eight weren’t 
unusual; Spartan boys would be conscript- 
ed into military camps at age seven; and 
in the Middle Ages, six- or seven-year-old 
boys of noble lineage might begin training 
to be knights. Teen marriages also weren’t 
uncommon; today, perhaps even more teens 
have children — but sans marriages. And 


now millions of grown Americans while 
away hours playing video games, with the 
average age of “gamers,” as they’re known, 
being 31 to 35. 

It doesn’t take great maturity to realize 
that, somehow, modern society is stunting 
people’s moral, spiritual, intellectual, and 
emotional development. This is frightfully 
alarming for a simple reason: Overgrown 
children cannot maintain their liberty any 
more than the young lads in Lord of the 
Flies could avoid their quick descent from 
democracy to dictatorship. 

Of course, an analysis of what’s breed- 
ing modern immaturity first requires de- 
fining what true maturity is. Obviously, 
this doesn’t merely concern cognitive 
development; for all we know, with pu- 
berty beginning considerably earlier now 
than 200 years ago, kids may experience 
this sooner today as well (seems doubtful, 
though). As serial killers and tyrants prove, 
intellectual capability without correspond- 
ing moral understanding just makes for a 
more formidable evildoer. No, at issue is 
the development of something else: virtue 
— that set of good moral habits. 

Ah, virtue. While many moderns can’t 
define the term, the Founding Fathers 
often stressed its importance. Ben Frank- 
lin noted, for example, “Only a virtuous 
people are capable of freedom. As na- 
tions become corrupt and vicious, they 
have more need of masters.” And Samuel 
Adams wrote that men “will be free no 
longer than while they remain virtuous.” 
There’s no question someone would be 
considered mature if he’d mastered his 
moral self and exhibited faith, hope, hon- 
esty, charity, fortitude, justice, temper- 
ance, prudence, chastity, diligence, pa- 
tience, kindness, forgiveness, humility, 
and love (the preceding is mostly a com- 
bination of the theological, cardinal, and 
heavenly virtues). There’s also no doubt 
that everything we now complain about 
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regarding tiber-sensitive young people in- 
fused with a spirit of entitlement — those 
now dubbed “social justice warriors” — is 
a function of lacking virtue. 

Consider the all-too-common playing 
of the victim card, the blaming of outside 
forces (other people, the “patriarchy,” 
“racism,” etc.) for one’s own failings, 
real or imagined; it would be beyond a 
person who was honest, charitable, just, 
prudent, kind, forgiving, and loving. For 
another example, in “The Coddling of the 
American Mind,” a 2015 piece appropri- 
ately accompanied by a picture of a four- 
year-old in a college lecture-hall chair, the 
Atlantic lamented a current movement on 
campuses that “is largely about emotional 
well-being” and “presumes an extraordi- 
nary fragility of the collegiate psyche.” 
Yet any actual fragility reflects a lack of 
the virtue of fortitude, whereas feigning 
fragility is dishonest. And excessive focus 
on one’s own emotions is narcissistic, in- 
dicating pride, vanity, self-absorption; it 
isn’t a fault plaguing a humble, loving in- 
dividual. Of course, the obvious is being 
stated here: All man-caused problems are 
the result of sin, of vice. The solution al- 
ways is virtue. 


What’s Going On? 

As a house or car left to sit will evidence, 
things move toward disorder and dilapi- 
dation without the application of energy; 
a civilization is no exception. Failing to 
forge the next generation properly ensures 
degeneration; this is why Thomas Paine 
noted, “Whenever we are planning for 
posterity, we ought to remember that vir- 
tue is not hereditary,” and President Ron- 
ald Reagan warned, “Freedom is never 
more than one generation away from ex- 
tinction.” Our enemies understand this, 
too. As ex-KGB agent and Soviet defector 
Yuri Bezmenov (a.k.a. Tomas Schuman) 
once explained, it only takes one genera- 
tion to complete the first step in the So- 
viet process of “ideological subversion”; 
this step is called “demoralization,” mind 
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A recreation culture: Parents may spend thousands of dollars on making their children excellent, 
but what of making them good? Unlike in ages past, training in virtue is largely ignored today. 


you, and involves undermining the mor- 
als of a target nation. Of course, except 
in the cases of revolution, such as in 1917 
Russia, freedom’s loss is an incremental 
process. Yet there is no doubt that, theo- 
retically, we could transition from consti- 
tutionalism to communism in one genera- 
tion — were parenting bad enough. This 
is yet another reason why raising children 
is a holy calling. 

It’s no surprise moderns fail to instill vir- 
tue in their children; not only is the word 
poorly understood, it’s rarely used. Instead 
we hear statements such as, “Children 
have to be raised with values,” which is as 
meaningful as the diet advice, “Food has 
to contain calories.” As social commenta- 
tor George Will wrote in his 2000 column 
“Forget Values, Let’s Talk Virtues”: 


Today it would be progress if every- 
one would stop talking about values. 
Instead, let us talk, as the Founders 
did, about virtues. 

Historian Gertrude Himmelfarb 
rightly says that the ubiquity of talk 
about “values” causes us to forget 


Today, undergraduates demand protection from 
“microaggressions,” which can include statements 
such as “America is the land of opportunity” and “I'm 


colorblind! I don’t see race.” 
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how new such talk is. It began in 
Britain’s 1983 election campaign, 
when Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher jauntily embraced the ac- 
cusation, which is what it was, that 
she favored “Victorian values.” 
Time was, “value” was used most- 
ly as a verb, meaning to esteem. It 
also was a singular noun, as in “the 
value of the currency.” In today’s 
politics, it is primarily a plural noun, 
denoting beliefs or attitudes. And 
Friedrich Nietzsche’s nihilistic in- 
tention — the de-moralization of so- 
ciety — is advanced when the word 
“values” supplants “virtues” in politi- 
cal and ethical discourse. When we 
move beyond talk about good and 
evil, when the language of virtue 
and vice is “transcended,” we are left 
with the thin gruel of values-talk. 
How very democratic values-talk 
is: Unlike virtues, everyone has lots 
of values, as many as they choose. 
Hitler had scads of values. George 
Washington had virtues. Who among 
those who knew him would have spo- 
ken of Washington’s “values”? 
Values-talk comes naturally to a 
nonjudgmental age — an age judg- 
mental primarily about the cardi- 
nal sin of being judgmental. It is 
considered broad-minded to say, 
“One person’s values are as good 
as another’s.” It is nonsense to say 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JANUARY 9, 2017 


“One person’s virtues are as good 


kane 2) 


as another’s. 


The point is, virtues reflect Truth and are 
good by definition; “values” may just re- 
flect individual preference and can be good, 
bad, or neutral. No parent, anywhere, fails 
to raise his children with “values.” Virtues? 
Ah, they’re a different matter. 

Why are virtues are out of vogue? First, 
they spoil the fun of, and render implic- 
it judgment on, those in vice’s grip. It’s 
man’s nature to seek justification for his 
sins, and you can’t eliminate the concept 
of vice (thus achieving complete absolu- 
tion: You can’t sin if sin doesn’t exist) 
without eliminating its correlative reality, 
virtue. Second, however, virtue, again, re- 
fers to moral habits, and morality’s exis- 
tence presupposes a source beyond man: 
God’s Truth. Thus, a prerequisite for belief 
in virtue is belief that Truth and, therefore, 
morality exist. Yet today the vast majority 
of people are moral relativists — as 2002 
Barna Group research showed — embrac- 
ing the notion that what we call “morals” 
are inventions of man and are thus just 
preferences. Of course, this is just another 
way of saying morality and hence moral 
habits, virtue, don’t exist. And then you’re 
left with those generic things, “values,” 
whose existence requires only that 
someone somewhere for some reason 
values something. 

Thus do we today place great em- 
phasis on children being excellent, 
but not nearly as much on their being 
good. Parents will spend thousands of 
dollars on tennis or music lessons or 
on academic tutors, understanding well 
that their child likely won’t develop 
the skills or attain the knowledge in 
question by happenstance. For they 
well know there are rules (fundamen- 
tals) governing these matters and that 
what constitutes proficiency in tennis, 
music, or math isn’t mere “opinion.” 
Yet awash in the relativistic belief that 
moral rules essentially don’t exist (and, 
of course, some believe this more con- 
sciously and completely than others), 
parents today generally don’t know 
the “fundamentals” of virtue. And you 
can’t teach what you don’t know — 
or model what you don’t embody. No 
matter, though, the children certainly 
will adopt “values,” whether they 
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derive them from television, the Internet, 
school, friends, a combination thereof, or 
the Devil himself. 

Yet as with tennis and math, children 
won’t become virtuous by accident. 
People once understood this and also 
recognized that instilling virtue in a child 
was a prerequisite for everything else; 
it’s the fertile soil in which good things 
can develop and flourish. Ancient Greek 
philosopher Plato, for instance, wrote at 
length about cultivating an “erotic attach- 
ment” (meaning, emotional) to virtue in 
young children. Reflecting my earlier 
point about the relationship between faith 
and morals, Declaration of Independence 
signatory Benjamin Rush stated, “The 
only foundation for a useful education in 
a republic is to be aid in religion. With- 
out this there can be no virtue, and with- 
out virtue there can be no liberty.” And 
virtue-oriented teaching was a staple of 
American education — until it went by 
the wayside in the first decade of Great 
American Vice, the 1960s. 

Worse still, today’s teaching often casts 
vice as virtues. A generation or so ago, the 
“self-esteem” movement began, fueled 
by the notion that girls performed worse 
than boys on standardized tests because 
our white, male, linear-logic, patriarchal 


society damaged their self-esteem. So 
self-esteem “tests” were devised and, sure 
enough, girls scored lower. Theory proven? 

Not exactly. Not only did educators 
overlook that girls were already getting 
better grades than boys, they also ignored 
that scoring highest on the self-esteem 
exams was the group performing the worst 
academically: black males. Moreover, that 
one self-esteem exercise was to have chil- 
dren stand before their class explaining 
why they were great should have told the 
tale: “Self-esteem” had become a euphe- 
mism for the sin of pride. 

And so it goes. Lust is called “sexual 
liberation” and incredulity (lack of faith) 
sophistication. Envy masquerades as com- 
passionate redistributive policies; and vin- 
dictiveness, wrath, and injustice as “social 
justice.” Dishonesty is spun as “spin” or 
a “narrative” while imprudence can be a 
“lifestyle choice.” Cowardice in action 
may be called compromise, and indiffer- 
ence is branded tolerance. 

Then there’s the point that growing up 
just isn’t in fashion nowadays, with many 
lamenting our “youth culture.” Yet part 
of the reason there is a youth culture is 
youth congregation. For most of history in 
most places, children were mainly social- 
ized within the family unit, with second- 
ary exposure to the tribe, village, or 
clan. This ensured ample mature role 
models and a balance of interaction, 
with the young exposed to other chil- 
dren, such as siblings and cousins, but 
also parents, grandparents, aunts, and 
uncles, at whose sides they’d often 
work. Yet modern society has a child 
spend a good part of each day, five 
days a week, in institutions composed 
almost entirely of children. Not only 
may these youngsters reinforce each 
other’s childish behavior, but there is 
that tendency for the bad apple to spoil 
the whole bunch. Moreover, today’s 
undisciplined school environment 
reduces most government schools to 
babysitting centers at best, quasi-pris- 
ons where the inmates run the asylum 


From tantrums to tyranny: Like the boys in 
the famous novel Lord of the Flies, any large 
group of children will, left to themselves, 
descend into despotism. This is true 
whether they’re actual children in body — 
or just so in mind and spirit. 
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AS €x-KGB agent and Soviet defector Yuri Bezmenov 
(a.k.a. Tomas Schuman) once explained, it only takes 
one generation to complete the first step in the Soviet 
process of “ideological subversion’; this step is called 


“demoralization.” 


at worst. This can create a situation vague- 
ly approximating that in Lord of the Flies, 
the aforementioned 1954 William Golding 
book about a group of schoolboys who, 
upon being stranded alone on an island, 
descend into barbarism. 

Consider another aspect of this radical 
childhood-period departure from the his- 
torical norm. Work was always an integral 
part of most children’s lives. It might have 
been a boy hunting or tending the fields 
with his father or a daughter helping her 
mother keep house. This is significant be- 
cause as the proverbs tell us, “Work en- 
nobles man” and “Busy hands are happy 
hands.” Work builds character — it en- 
courages virtue. 

This model began to change by the 19th 
century, explains the online Marriage and 
Family Encyclopedia, and, gradually, “chil- 
dren as a whole were excluded from the 
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adult world of work and the period of de- 
pendent childhood lengthened.” This raises 
an interesting point: We know what depen- 
dency breeds among welfare-class adults. 
Is it much different with children when that 
dependency becomes excessive? 

To be clear, a certain amount of depen- 
dency is proper. And we certainly don’t 
want children slaving away 12 hours a day 
in hellish factories, as could be the case dur- 
ing the Industrial Revolution. Yet “an idle 
mind is the Devil’s playground,” and today 
we occupy the other extreme. With ample 
free time, including summer vacations, 
we’ve become a decadent recreation cul- 
ture in which youth sometimes spend hours 
playing video games or viewing porn (ac- 
cording to psychotherapist and “screen ad- 
diction” expert Dr. Nicholas Kardaras, “8- 
to 10-year-olds spend 8 hours a day with 
various digital media while teenagers spend 


merican colleges were founded as Christian institutions, they now 


reflect an Animal House mentality. Where they once sought to encourage virtue, they are now 
dens of iniquity where drunkenness and debauchery reign. 
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11 hours in front of screens”). College now 
reflects this, too, with young people having 
the expectation the play will continue; in 
fact, going away to university and having 
the “party experience” is considered a rite 
of passage. Even intimate human relations 
have been made frivolous. “Recreational 
sex” and “sex toys,” anyone? 

Moreover, consider the modern parents 
who, let’s say, during summer vacation, 
struggle to keep their children entertained, 
only to find the kids ever dissatisfied and 
craving something more. Such children are 
typically called spoiled, yet there’s another 
factor: Adults living frivolous, aimless lives 
can descend into a sense of meaningless- 
ness, which is no doubt one reason Holly- 
wood types too often take the drug-addled 
walk of shame. And while children are in 
a different phase of life, they nonetheless 
have the same human needs. Will they not 
be happier having a sense of meaning? 
We’ve all heard the catchy proverb, “All 
work and no play makes Jack a dull boy,” 
but, not surprisingly, the second part of it is 
seldom today uttered. To wit: “All play and 
no work makes Jack a mere toy.” 

So our problems clearly are systemic. 
Yet it must be reiterated that things tend 
to start at home, and today we’re in the 
grip of parenting so permissive it permits 
vice (misbehavior). Family psychologist 
and writer John Rosemond has called this 
a dysfunctional parenting paradigm, ex- 
plaining the permissiveness thus: “Where 
we once viewed misbehavior as a moral 
problem, we now see it as a psychological 
problem.” Before proceeding, note that this 
again simply reflects our atheistic, relativ- 
istic spirit of the age. After all and harking 
back to my earlier explanation, we won’t 
perceive moral problems if we believe 
morality is an illusion. As for psychology, 
Rosemond slams psychologists as “profes- 
sional enablers” peddling a “mechanistic” 
lie in which misbehavior is blamed on biol- 
ogy (genes, chemical imbalances, etc.) or 
environment, with free will removed from 
the equation. Yet this makes sense from an 
atheistic perspective. Without a soul, man 
is a mere organic robot, some pounds of 
chemicals and water. And then you evalu- 
ate him as a robot: Misbehavior is mal- 
function, caused either by faulty hardware 
(biology) or software (programming), with 
all the causative forces lying beyond the 
automaton’s control. 
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The traditional (correct) 
view is different, Rosemond 
explains in his 2000 book Rais- 
ing a Nonviolent Child. It was 
always recognized that we’re 
born fallen and uncivilized, 
acting on impulse, and prone 
to selfishness, aggressiveness, 
and all manner and form of 
vice — and the sooner these 
impulses are tamed, the better. 

Of course, since virtues 
are caught more than they’re 
taught, modeling proper be- 
havior is imperative. Yet child- 
hood obedience was also rec- 
ognized as a prerequisite, for 
how can someone learn from 
you unless he first will listen 
to you? Listening comes before 
learning. So the traditional par- 
ent established obedience, and 
deterred misbehavior with suf- 
ficient punishment. 

Today, though, such tactics 
are deemed harsh and damag- 
ing to self-esteem. There is 
little accountability, and this 
results in what Rosemond calls 
the “no fear” (and no respect) 
generation, raised by parents 
who are quite fearful of many things: 
their children’s misbehavior, not pleas- 
ing their children, and not being loved by 
them. Of course, this itself is selfish. True 
love means giving a person what he needs, 
even if it may displease him and make him 
displeased with you. What these parents 
are exhibiting is not love, but emotional 
dependence. 

The consequences of not taming the 
beast, of not instilling virtue, are all 
around us. So-called ADHD is just an 
example of professional-enabler psy- 
chologists redefining what was former- 
ly recognized as a sin (misbehavior) as 
a condition of the brain; as Rosemond 
points out, “ADHD” behavior is simply 
typical toddler behavior extended into 
later childhood by modern parenting. 
And, not surprisingly, childishness is ex- 
tended beyond childhood. Do we not see 
this in the young people rioting because 
the election didn’t go their way and who 
demand “safe spaces,” “trigger warn- 
ings,” and other types of coddling? 
Moreover, the schools, which Rose- 
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mond calls “punishment free zones,” just 
exacerbate this problem, with colleges of- 
fering a panderly, partying, propaganda- 
filled atmosphere that can serve to extend 
childhood beyond graduation. 

True civilization is when most people 
have become morally advanced enough to 
attain authentic adulthood. And what are 
the consequences of this not occurring? As 
I explained in “Written in the Eternal Con- 
stitution” (THE NEW AMERICAN, April 14, 
2008), beginning with the micro, a small 
child is 


incapable of “self-government.” So 
his parents must micromanage his 
life, watch his every move — hence 
baby monitors and the use of cribs or 
gates or harnesses to limit his move- 
ments — and do for him what he 
cannot do for himself, which is a lot. 
They must be his “nanny state.” 

As he grows, however, ... matures 
morally and increasingly starts to im- 
pose proper rules and standards on 
himself, the need for a parent to im- 


License negates liberty: Unlike many today, the Founders knew that 
morality was the soil in which the tree of freedom flourished. They 
often warned that without virtue in the people, tyranny was inevitable. 


pose them diminishes pro- 
portionately. Then, finally, if 
his parents have succeeded, 
he can enjoy the full free- 
doms of adulthood. 

. But what happens 
when his parents don’t do a 
good job? Or when, despite 
their efforts, outside influ- 
ences corrupt the child? He 
then will have weak inter- 
nal governance. He may 
descend into vice, taking 
drugs or drinking in excess; 
or greed and envy may cap- 
ture his soul, causing him 
to covet. And, should his 
impulse control be poor 
enough, the overgrown sav- 
age beyond the crib may run 
afoul of the law, perhaps by 
driving drunk, buying ille- 
2 gal drugs, or stealing. Then, 

incapable of adequate self- 
government, he may find 


: himself back in a crib. The 


authorities will lock him 
up, and he will once again 
be controlled from without. 


Such an outcome is a disaster 
for the given family, yet the wider problem 
arises when barbarism becomes prevalent 
enough so that it characterizes the people. 
For a people whose collective mind-set 
would, like a toddler, make it nanny- 
worthy, will end up being governed by the 
nanny state. 

The solution? It has already been 
stated. As John Adams put it, “The only 
foundation of a free Constitution is pure 
virtue.” We’re fond of talking about lib- 
erty, but like a child who wants freedom 
but not responsibility, this puts the cart 
before the horse. Speak of virtue, of mo- 
rality, of seeking Truth — and walk that 
talk — and liberty takes care of itself. It’s 
also now in fashion to speak of making 
America great again, but this, too, con- 
fuses the order of things. The apocryphal 
saying warns, “America is great because 
she is good, and if America ever ceases 
to be good, she will cease to be great.” 
Take care of the goodness, and the great- 
ness takes care of itself. Fail to do these 
things, and, ironically, we’ll be forging 
our fetters with cries of freedom. 
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Thanksgiving Blessings 
Phoebe Brown of Independence, Missouri, 
found a winning lotto ticket on the floor of 
a supermarket and used it to offer those in 
need a special Thanksgiving. 

Brown was at the Hy-Vee store with her 
mother on November 9 when she discov- 
ered the winning scratch-off worth $100 
on the floor. While many seven-year-olds 
would have used the winnings to buy toys 
or items that they have been wanting, 
Brown decided to donate the money to her 
school’s canned goods drive. 

Fox 4 News reported that with the help 
of Brown’s donation, Sycamore Hills El- 
ementary School was able to collect over 
1,700 canned goods and households items. 

According to her parents, Phoebe was 
inspired by her family’s own struggles. 
“There have been times where I’ve been 
out of work, and we had nowhere to stay 
and our family’s taken us in, and helped us 
out. We’re thankful for our friends and our 
family,” Joshua Brown, Phoebe’s dad, said. 


Bikes for Christmas 


Christmas is the time for giving, and chil- 
dren in Charleston, South Carolina, and 
Little Deer Isle, Maine, were blessed with 
new bikes thanks to the goodness of others. 

Gavin Eaton, a sixth grader in Little 
Deer Isle, saw to it that a child received a 
new bike for Christmas. 

Eaton entered a drawing in the Books for 
Bikes program to win a brand new bike, but 
not for himself. He was already the proud 
owner of a new bike, which he received 
from his parents, so he decided to donate it 
to the Christmas is for Kids program. 

“T had just gotten a new bike for Christ- 
mas that year, and so I knew that if I won 
the drawing I wanted to give the bike for 
donation,” Eaton told the Weekly Packet 
on November 1. “I wanted to donate it be- 
cause it makes me sad that some kids have 
to go without things for Christmas. This 
was my way of helping out.” 

The Books for Bikes program requires 
participants to read books and collect tickets 
every week for six weeks. Eaton reportedly 
read as many as he could to collect five tick- 
ets weekly for the six-week period, with the 
hopes of winning the bike and donating it. 
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No one knew of his intentions except 
his parents, who were moved by their 
son’s actions. “I was super proud of him,” 
Eaton’s mother said. 

In North Charleston, South Carolina, 
Pepperhill Elementary School teacher 
Katie Blomquist made it her goal to give 
every child in her school a new bike for 
Christmas. Blomquist conceived of her 
incredible idea when she took one of her 
students to Walmart so that he could pick 
out a present for his birthday. “He kept 
asking me for a bike, and I thought “Gosh, 
I can’t afford that,”” Blomquist said. “You 
assume every kid’s grown up with a bike 
before, but there are literally five bikes 
that are ridden to school every day.” 

Blomquist told CBS 8 that because the 
school was located in a lower-income 
neighborhood, the students would really 
benefit from the new bikes. Some of the 
students walk as much as 30 minutes each 
way, to and from school, each day, and a 
bike would help make that commute a bit 
easier. Even for those whose commutes 
are short, however, Blomquist contends 
that a bike would give them an escape 
from their difficult surroundings. 

“It’s freedom,” she said. “Just to ride 
your bike and clear your mind. You ped- 
dle so fast, and you get out anxiety and 
anger and just feel the wind on your face. 
There’s just a sense of freedom with that. 
I couldn’t think of anything else that’ll 
provide that.” 

Blomquist decided that she wanted to 
make the students’ dreams come true by 
giving them each a new bike for Christ- 
mas. She reached out to a local bike shop, 
Affordabike, which offered her 650 bikes 
(one for each student at the school) at a dis- 
counted rate. The total cost was $65,000. 

“T wanted it to be the best Christmas gift 
ever,” she said. “A lot of kids don’t get 
Christmas gifts, [so] that’Il be a Christmas 
gift theyll never forget.” 

Blomquist created a GoFundMe cam- 
paign to help reach her goal. And the page 
has currently raised $75,000, though be- 
cause of the time required to assemble that 
many bikes, they will be a late Christmas 
gift — given in February. 

According to CBS 8, various compa- 
nies have donated bicycles to Blomquist, 


which she donated to other Title 1 elemen- 
tary schools for their students. 


Warm Winter 


Second grader Ares Alonso of Waxa- 
hachie, Texas, made it his mission to en- 
sure no child is cold this winter, Fox 4 
News reported. 

When his mother, Erica, asked him 
what he wanted for Christmas, his re- 
sponse shocked her. 

“T asked him what he wanted for Christ- 
mas and he said he didn’t really need any- 
thing and asked him if he really didn’t and 
he said no. I kind of played on it a bit and 
asked what he was doing,” Alonso said. 
“He told me that maybe we could get gifts 
for other kids who need something, but I 
explained that there is already Toys for 
Tots and the Angel Trees and things like 
that where kids have a toy option. I sug- 
gested we look into something else and 
he then had the idea of what is now Keep 
Ellis County Warm.” 

The family took on the project with en- 
thusiasm. “It grew from there. It started 
with a question if we really could do it, 
then he asked his teachers about it and his 
friends if they would want to help,” Alon- 
so explained. “I had to explain to him that 
it’s one thing for him to voluntarily give 
up his Christmas, but he couldn’t ask his 
friends to do that. We asked his friends to 
donate instead, so that’s how it became a 
donation drive.” 

The family reached out to Target to 
host a donation box, and the store offered 
a $100 shopping spree, which Ares used 
to purchase jackets, scarves, and gloves. 

Donation boxes were set up in numerous 
places throughout Waxahachie so that peo- 
ple could donate clothing and outerwear. 

To distribute the clothing they collected, 
the Alonsos selected Child & Adult Pro- 
tective Services, Healing Hearts Center, 
and the Manna House to donate the goods. 

Ares was happy to give up his Christ- 
mas presents so that others in need could 
have a better Christmas. “I don’t really 
need anything, I already have what I want 
so I want other people to have what they 
need,” Ares said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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In his book, Israeli military expert Martin van Creveld 
foretells more military failures because of the remaking of 
males and the military along politically correct lines. 


by James Heiser 


Pussycats — Why the Rest Keeps Beating 
the West and What Can Be Done About 
It, by Martin van Creveld, Mevasseret 
Zion, Israel: DLVC Enterprises, 2016, 
240 pages. 


he policy changes that often come 
T in the aftermath of a presidential 

election provide a context for re- 
evaluating some of the principles that 
guide those who govern, and they allow 
for a comparison with the principles enun- 
ciated in the U.S. Constitution. The ever- 
growing propensity of both Republican 
and Democrat administrations to embroil 
these United States in foreign conflicts 
that have the character of undeclared wars 
has continued even as the percentage of 
the citizenry willing to enlist in the armed 
forces has fallen to historically low levels 
(for example, currently .4 percent of the 
American population is active-duty mili- 
tary personnel). The percentage of adults 
willing to serve in the military continues to 
rapidly decline even as the Department of 
Defense budget continues to soar, and the 
success of U.S. strategy has become more 
and more dubious, even as the military ap- 
pears to many observers as an organization 
that is being transformed by feminists and 
homosexual activists into a social experi- 
ment aimed at changing our society, rather 
than fighting against the enemies of the 
American Republic. 

In a new book, Pussycats — Why the 
Rest Keeps Beating the West and What 
Can Be Done About It, Israeli military his- 
torian Martin van Creveld examines the 
current plight of Western militaries in the 
context of the historical expectations for 
fighting forces. As van Creveld observes, 
“As society becomes more peaceful — in 
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the absence of major war, never in history 
have Westerners been less likely to die a 
violent death — people, men in particular, 
tend to become less willing to take risks, 
are less robust, and are less resilient. Both 
in law and in practice, countless problems 
that used to be settled by the antagonists 
themselves now require the intervention of 
social services, police, the courts, or some 
combination of all three.” One result has 
been that a smaller and smaller portion of 
the population is willing to assume the risks 
attendant with defending the country, and 
the government has turned to mercenary 
forces (“contractors”) and relies less and 
less on recruits. In van Creveld’s words: 


Another very important innovation 
pointing in the same direction is the 
growing number, size, and impor- 
tance of private military corpora- 
tions. In other words, of mercenar- 
ies, or “mercs” as they are sometimes 
called. At the time of the 1991 Gulf 
War one in fifty US troops was a 
mercenary. Not long after, during the 
wars in the former Yugoslavia, the 
number of mercenaries involved was 
estimated at about one in ten of all 
troops. When the so-called “Coali- 
tion of the Willing” invaded Iraq in 
2003 they formed the second largest 
force after the US military. Between 
2000 and 2005 alone US spending 
on them doubled from $134 to $270 
billion. Relative to the size of the 
country and that of its armed forces, 
developments in Britain have been 
even more dramatic. 


The result is that fewer citizens are actu- 
ally enlisted in the armed forces, while 
those who are paid to wage war are 
handsomely remunerated. Meanwhile, 
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those who continue to serve in the actual 
military find themselves transformed 
into subjects in an ongoing experiment 
in societal transformation, including the 
implementation of a feminist agenda that 
has a direct impact on the ability of the 
military to wage war. As van Creveld ob- 
serves, a host of studies has demonstrated 
the biological fact that the female body 
is not suited to the particular stresses that 
warfare places on the human body. The 
result is that female soldiers are not pre- 
pared for the rigors of combat — a fact 
that, while of seemingly little concern for 
the American political elite, is not lost on 
our potential opponents. In van Creveld’s 
assessment: “Currently Western countries 
are embarked on a social experiment that 
has no precedent in history. I am referring 
to the feminization of the armed forces... 
The feminization of the forces appears to 
be a near-exclusive Western phenome- 
non. To be sure, some non-Western forces 
also have some female soldiers or, much 
more often, images of female soldiers. 
That even applies to a few Muslim coun- 
tries. However, they do not seem to take 
them very seriously.” 

Van Creveld notes that the “rules” of 
society have changed; thus, for example, 
even the simple acknowledgement of a 
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difference in individual abilities must be 
denied on an ideological basis. The cat- 
egorical differences between the sexes are 
therefore utterly denied. The importance 
of “self-esteem” has been declared so crit- 
ical in the educational process that instruc- 
tors, in van Creveld’s words, “punish high 
achievers, foster illusions, and encourage 
mediocrity.” When such “encouragement 
of mediocrity” is brought into the military, 
what is compromised is the security of the 
entire nation. The physical training that is 
a vital component of preparing soldiers for 
combat actually heightens the differences 
between male and female soldiers; as van 
Creveld observes, “Thanks to the ‘superior 
ability of men to add muscle to their bod- 
ies,’ intensive training, far from diminish- 
ing the physical differences between the 
sexes, tends to increase them still further.” 
Furthermore, the imposition of a feminist 
agenda has led to what he calls a “de-mil- 
itarized military” in which the “militarist” 
traditions that naturally adhere to military 
culture are “demonized” in such a way that 
“one would almost think that preparing to 
defend one’s country, and being proud of 
doing so, is a crime.” 

Van Creveld’s thorough assessment of 
the process of feminization is worthy of 
careful consideration. However, it is his 
evaluation of the historical origins of “Post- 
Traumatic Stress Disorder” (PTSD) that is 
the most valuable portion of Pussycats. 
Given the sensitivities that surround any 
discussion of the health and well-being of 
a nation’s veterans, van Creveld’s analysis 
boldly evaluates PTSD from a perspective 
that is well-informed by a lifetime of study 
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of the history of armed conflict. In van 
Creveld’s view, PTSD is a strictly modern, 
and largely Western, phenomenon: 


In sum, the evidence for PTSD be- 
fore the American Civil War ... is 
weak to nonexistent. To be sure, 
here and there contemporaries reg- 
istered complaints that, in retro- 
spect, bore a superficial similarity 
to it. However, they were neither 
limited to soldiers nor necessar- 
ily understood as the outcome of 
participation in combat. Nor did 
people understand them as mental 
diseases. And no wonder, since that 
idea itself only made its appear- 
ance during the second half of the 
nineteenth century when psychiatry 
emerged as a separate discipline. 


Van Creveld acknowledges that there are 
many people who believe that the brutal 
reality of warfare is the cause of PTSD, 
but in his assessment, what is known of 
the experiences of soldiers across a span 
of millennia belies such a notion: 


Nothing is less likely than the idea 
that men have some kind of built-in 
reluctance to kill opponents whose 
face they can see, and that doing so 
is [a] major cause of PTSD. Had that 
been true, then almost the whole of 
military history, when weapons were 
edged and soldiers fought hand to 
hand, would have been impossible. 
But it is not. Little if anything of 
the kind is to be found in the J/iad, 
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or in the Peloponnesian War, fought 
mostly with the aid of spears some 
two meters long; or in the Viking 
sagas, which tell us not only of dead 
warriors but of the wolves and birds 
that devour their cadavers; or in the 
Renaissance military memoirs, writ- 
ten at a time when the most important 
weapon was the pike.... 

Is it really war that is generating 
PTSD? Or is it present-day society’s 
ideé fixe that war is bad both in itself 
and for the soul of those who partici- 
pate in it, so that over enough time 
anybody who does so must break 
down? And does not this idea itself 
help explain why PTSD has become 
as much of a problem as it is? The 
suggestion that all returning soldiers 
be screened for the symptoms, not 
just once but on a recurrent annual 
basis, points to the second and third 
answers. So does the fact that, start- 
ing in 2010, no American combat 
veteran can be discharged without 
being examined for PTSD first. 

In other words, the cure may be 
driving the disease. If not in all cases, 
then at any rate in many. 


As van Creveld observes, the emergence of 
PTSD seems linked to the rise of pacifism: 
“PTSD and conscientious objection rose at 
the same time and formed two sides of the 
same coin.” According to his research, one 
simply does not find any significant occur- 
rence of “combat fatigue,” “shell-shock,” 
or PTSD before the American Civil War, 
and the dramatic expansion of the phenom- 
enon is extremely recent in origin. 

The role of the military in Western 
civilization seems to be in a state of pro- 
found confusion at present. Martin van 
Creveld’s thoughtful assessment is of 
great assistance in replacing much of that 
confusion with clarity. The need is for the 
military to be returned to its original func- 
tion: the defense of the Republic, by the 
threat and use of physical force, against 
all enemies foreign and domestic. The 
transformation of the armed forces into 
the playground of an ideological commis- 
sariat advancing the feminist and homo- 
sexual cultural agendas has twisted the 
self-understanding of the military, threat- 
ening the ability of various branches to 
engage in their fundamental purpose. Ml 
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George Washington Rules for the Radically Right 


How did George Washington, a man with about five years of schooling, manage to inspire 
his army to face a global superpower and win? The strong moral character he developed. 
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Victory of virtue: A real-life hero, George Washington would not be a monarch, for character 
was king in his life, a priority made clear by his adherence to his 110 rules of civility and decent 


behavior. 


by Selwyn Duke 


in the wake of American indepen- 

dence, “he will be the greatest man in 
the world.” Thus remarked our first presi- 
dent’s adversary, King George II, after 
being told that Washington would likely 
follow his victory by retiring to his Mount 
Vernon home. Yet the king’s incredulity 
would be met with a striking reality: Wash- 
ington would relinquish power twice. Once 
“at the end of the revolutionary war, when 
he resigned his military commission and 
returned to Mount Vernon,” wrote the Cato 
Institute in its 2006 piece “The Man Who 
Would Not Be King,” “and again at the end 
of his second term as president, when he 
refused entreaties to seek a third term. In 
doing so, he set a standard for American 
presidents that lasted until the presidency 
of Franklin D. Roosevelt, whose taste for 
power was stronger than the 150 years of 
precedent set by Washington.” 


I f George Washington gives up power 
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The reason my essay on “killing our 
heroes” was entitled “Where Have You 
Gone, George Washington?” (THE NEw 
AMERICAN, April 4, 2016) is that our first 
president is the closest thing to a real-life 
storybook hero we may find in American 
history. Though the Cherry Tree tale con- 
cerning a six-year-old Washington tell- 
ing his angry father “I can not tell a lie: 
I cut the tree” is itself a fib, conjured up 
by Washington biographer Mason Locke 
Weems, there is a reason a woman, quoted 
by historian Karal Ann Marling, stated, “If 
the tale isn’t true, it should be.” For the 
myth perfectly encapsulates the man. As 
the University of Virginia American Stud- 
ies website puts it, 


The American public may have 
known that Parson Weems’ story of 
young Washington and his cherry tree 
rang false, but for the citizenry of the 
early United States of America, the 
idea behind the fable declared what 


they believed was true: Washington 
equaled honesty. I have no desire to 
hold onto my power, Washington told 
the people, and then he kept his word, 
proving no intention to deceive. 


If only the typical politician were so 
truthful. 

But Washington wasn’t a typical any- 
thing. Grove City College’s Center for 
Vision & Values explained why, writing 
in 2010: 


What made George Washington the 
most remarkable man of an extraor- 
dinary generation? He was not an in- 
tellectual giant like Benjamin Frank- 
lin, John Adams, Thomas Jefferson, 
or James Madison. Compared with 
most other founders, he was not well 
educated (he attended school for only 
about five years), and, unlike many 
of them, he disliked abstract philo- 
sophical discussions. Washington 
was intelligent, well informed, and 
astute, but he was neither a polished 
writer nor a spellbinding speaker. 
Moreover, he was not particularly 
affectionate, said little in public 
meetings, and lacked the charisma 
of many of his successors. Defeat- 
ing the British with his ragtag army 
was an impressive feat, but he was 
not a traditional military hero. He 
won no spectacular victories during 
the Revolutionary War. Although he 
is widely admired as an outstanding 
president, few of his policies were 
stupendous successes. 

While praising his military and po- 
litical record, many scholars contend 
that Washington’s genius lies princi- 
pally in his character. The only other 
American president who has been so 
highly extolled for his character is 
Abraham Lincoln.... His character 
helped sustain his troops through- 
out the travails of the Revolution- 
ary War, convince delegates to the 
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If George Washington gives up power in the wake of American 
independence, “he will be the greatest man in the world.” Thus 


remarked our first president's adversary, King George III. 


Constitutional Convention to assign 
significant powers to the presidency, 
secure the ratification of the Consti- 
tution, and enable the new republic to 
survive in a hostile world. 


As with ability in music, sports, or any- 
thing else, this moral character didn’t 
develop by happenstance; Washington 
worked at it. And this endeavor was best 
illustrated by a set of 110 rules — the 
“Rules of Civility & Decent Behaviour IN 
COMPANY AND CONVERSATION” — 
that he copied into the last 10 pages of a 
book of his personal notes before he was 
16 years old. Yet while consensus holds 
that Washington embodied the rules, they 
were not of his design. As MountVernon. 
org informs, “The rules were derived from 
an original list of maxims originally com- 
piled by French Jesuits in the 1590s that 
was eventually translated into English by 
Francis Hawkins in London around 1640. 
In subsequent editions of Hawkins’ book 
other writers added to the maxims.” And 


Washington used them to add to his char- 
acter. As MountVernon.org also tells us, 
“Washington grew up lacking the gentle- 
men’s education typically accustomed for 
the children of wealthy landowners. With 
few people to model his behavior on and 
an acute awareness of his lack of formal 
education, The Rules guided Washington’s 
intentional actions, pronounced speech, 
civility to those of lower ranks, and re- 
spect for his superiors.” 

So what were The Rules and what can 
we learn from them today? Many involve 
treatment of “betters” or those of higher 
“quality” and would no doubt now be seen 
as strikingly class-oriented (having said 
this, man is hierarchical by nature and we 
have descended into the other extreme: 
radical egalitarianism). Yet they also con- 
tain restrictions for the mighty, with the 
36th rule stating that those of “high De- 
gree” should treat those of lower status 
“with affibility & Courtesie, without Ar- 
rogancy.” Other rules prescribe basic com- 
mon sense: Respect others in company, 


Fun before faith: Medieval European knights might walk to Jerusalem barefoot as a penance 
for their sins. Today we also exhibit zeal, with people directing their energies toward running 
marathons or practicing sports religiously, striving for the heavens of fame and glory. 
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don’t embarrass people, and don’t indulge 
annoying habits around others (Specificity 
is provided — keep your nails clean, don’t 
chew with your mouth open, etc.). Then 
there are rules that may be considered 
excessively punctilious, such as the 10th, 
which states, “When you Sit down, Keep 
your Feet firm and Even, without putting 
one on the other or Crossing them.” Of 
course, one may quibble with some of the 
rules — and for all we know, Washington 
might have himself — yet there nonethe- 
less is a lesson here, one especially impor- 
tant in our time of moral laxity. 

That many today would scoff at the 
high “church lady” standards the rules 
prescribed says more about us than it 
does about them. Oh, it’s not that we’re 
any less “anal retentive,” to use a popular 
modern pejorative — we’re just so about 
the wrong things. Consider the Cult of 
Recreation. We not only may spend thou- 
sands of dollars on sports training and 
display jihadist-like passion over athletic 
contests, but our attention to detail can be 
hyperscrupulous. For example, a serious 
competitive golfer will hit balls in front 
of a computerized “launch monitor” that 
tells him his club-head speed, ball speed, 
spin rate, launch angle, and carry distance, 
just so he can order a custom-made driver 
that maximizes his distance. His clubs will 
be made certain lengths and lofts, with a 
certain kick point and lie angle, and they 
will have certain types of shafts, and his 
wedges may have specific degrees of 
“bounce” and certain types of soles, just 
to name a handful of considered factors. 
Can you imagine how people of Wash- 
ington’s time would laugh and shake their 
heads incredulously if they could witness 
such “religious” recreation; that is assum- 
ing they wouldn’t have been impeded by 
the 65th rule, “Scoff at none although they 
give Occasion’? And can you imagine the 
improved state of affairs if we placed as 
much emphasis on goodness as we do on 
excellence? In truth, the difference today 
is that the meticulousness is misdirected: 
We’re frivolous about morality and ma- 
niacal about frivolity. 

Of course, and as I often point out, our 
preference for matters of taste over those 
of Truth stems from our godlessness and 
its related moral relativism, which essen- 
tially states that Truth doesn’t exist. To un- 
derstand how this skews priorities, imag- 
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But if this doesn’t include giving them a more virtuous and faith-filled upbringing, their sons and 
daughters may be fated to live a life replete with material things but bereft of meaning. 


ine our moral/social world as a series of 
concentric circles. The nucleus, the center, 
should be occupied by God and His Truth; 
the next layer would include family, and 
beyond that country, then maybe career, so 
on and so forth, and recreation would be 
on the periphery. Yet what happens when 
God is evicted from the nucleus? The circle 
implodes, and the more peripheral can be- 
come central. And without Truth to order 
thinking and priorities, that outermost layer 
can become the very kernel of our existence 
(e.g., the man who neglects his family in 
favor of playing cards with the “boys’”). 
Yet the average person is not a philoso- 
pher, and no young child is; thus, philo- 
sophical explanations, necessary though 
they are, don’t serve to directly inculcate 
a people with virtue. And herein lies the 
value of heroes such as Washington who 
espouse and uphold virtue-based rules. As 
Boston College Professor Emeritus Wil- 
liam K. Kilpatrick wrote in his book Why 
Johnny Cant Tell Right From Wrong, 
“Children ought to be brought up in an 
atmosphere that provides them examples 
of nobility and grace. This imaginative 
education is not a substitute for a rea- 
soned morality, but it paves the way for it, 
making it more likely that the grown child 
will happily accept the dictates of reason.” 
In this way, Kilpatrick explains, echoing 
Greek philosopher Plato, the person can 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


develop an emotional attachment to virtue; 
he elaborates, “Just as the senses can be 
enlisted on the side of vice, so (with a little 
more difficulty) can they be enlisted on the 
side of virtue.” 

In other words, this means using for 
good a technique that in recent times has 
been used, to spectacular effect, for evil. 
For example, activists long ago grasped 
the phenomenon of “absolution from 
guilt” by association: Get people to de- 
velop a strong affinity for a television 
character — to laugh and cry and identify 
with him — and they’ll begin to accept 
that with which he’s strongly associated 
(such as homosexuality). Likewise, de- 
velop in children a strong attachment to 
a hero (such as Washington), where they 
admire his strength, bravery, and derring- 
do, and they’ll begin to accept that with 
which he’s strongly associated: virtue. 
This, mind you, is one reason heroes are 
idealized (e.g., the Cherry Tree tale): They 
become ideal role models. As Washing- 
ton’s 48th rule states, in part, “Example is 
more prevalent than Precepts,” or actions 
speak louder than words. 

And one action speaking loudly is to be 
resolute with the right words. What is as- 
sumed is learned best, and herein lies the 
value of a firm set of rules lived uncom- 
promisingly: The more we act as if Truth 
exists, the more our actions will influence 


people to believe in Truth. Behave as if 
rules are nebulous, negotiable, and meant 
to be broken, and they will be. 

As for our morally broken time, The 
Rules presents much that would correct 
its characteristic flaws. Here are a hand- 
ful of examples (some are presented only 
in part): 

Seventh: “PUT not off your Cloths in 
the presence of Others, nor go out your 
Chamber half Drest.” Is this not needed in 
a time of scantily clad newswomen, teens 
wearing pajama pants to school, and in- 
creasing tolerance for public nudity? 

18th: “READ no Letters, Books, or 
Papers in Company but when there is a 
Necessity for the doing of it you must ask 
leave.” Good advice for the “screen junk- 
ies” who continually get intimate with 
their iPhones at gatherings, sending the 
message to others, “Sorry, but this is more 
interesting than you are.” 

46th: “Take all Admonitions thankfully 
in what Time or Place Soever given but 
afterwards not being culpable take a Time 
or Place Convenient to let him know it that 
gave them” (meaning, accept criticism 
gracefully; if it’s unwarranted, tell the 
person discreetly afterwards). Social-jus- 
tice-warrior college students demanding 
“safe spaces” absent of criticism should 
take note. 

54th: “PLAY not the Peacock, look- 
ing everywhere about you, to See if you 
be well Deck’t, if your Shoes fit well if 
your Stockings Sit neatly, and Cloths 
handsomely.” Calling all “metrosexuals”: 
Don’t be a dandy! Vanity is a sin. 

58th: “In all Causes of Passion admit 
Reason to Govern.” In an emotion-driven 
time epitomized by the credo “If it feels 
good, do it” and the dismissive pejorative 
“white male linear logic,” reason needs 
some good press. 

79th: “BE not apt to relate News if you 
know not the truth thereof.” There goes the 
whole mainstream-media business model. 

108th: “WHEN you Speak of God or 
his Attributes, let it be Seriously & with 
Reverence.” With irreligiosity masquer- 
ading as sophistication today — and with 
Hollywood purposely and frequently tak- 
ing the Lord’s name in vain in movies — 
this rule can’t be stressed enough. 

109th: “LET your Recreations be Man- 
full not Sinfull.”” What would Washing- 
ton have thought of the notion that porn 
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enjoys First Amendment protection? Of 
course, living this rule would mean that 
all our popular culture would become 
very unpopular. 

110th: “LABOUR to keep alive in your 
Breast that Little Spark of Celestial fire 
called Conscience.” With the relativistic 
majority claiming there is no Truth, which 
would mean there is nothing to be consci- 
entious about — and with some psycholo- 
gists claiming even free will doesn’t exist 
— this is sorely needed advice. 

Bearing special attention in our time is 
the 49th: “USE no Reproachfull Language 
against anyone neither Curse nor Revile.” 
Unlike the Nixon tapes, if recordings of 
Washington existed, they wouldn’t be 
peppered with the edit “expletive delet- 
ed.” Our first president was famous for 
guarding his tongue, reflecting a priority 
that became a general order on August 
3, 1776 when he wrote, “The General is 
sorry to be informed that the foolish, and 
wicked practice, of profane cursing and 
swearing (a Vice heretofore little known 
in an American Army) is growing into 
fashion; he hopes the officers will, by ex- 
ample, as well as influence, endeavour to 
check it, and that both they, and the men 
will reflect, that we can have little hopes of 
the blessing of Heaven on our Arms, if we 
insult it by our impiety, and folly; added to 
this, it is a vice so mean and low, without 
any temptation, that every man of sense, 
and character, detests and despises it.” 

Today, sadly, profane cursing and swear- 
ing “without any temptation” — meaning, 
as a matter of course — has become sta- 
tus quo. It has even seeped into conser- 
vative commentary, the last few years in 
particular, with words such as c***, a**, 
dumb***, and s**t appearing at high-pro- 
file conservative sites without the asterisks. 
It eludes these conservatives that they’re 
merely conserving another leftist con, prov- 
ing G.K. Chesterton’s observation, “The 
business of Progressives is to go on making 
mistakes. The business of Conservatives is 
to prevent mistakes from being corrected.” 


People before pastimes: One of Washington’s rules dictated that one not read in the company 
of others. This advice is sorely needed today, with people ignoring their fellow man in favor of 


stimulation from their favorite electronic toy. 


Who, after all, began the mainstreaming 
of vulgarity (hint: it wasn’t the Southern 
Baptist Theological Seminary)? Do we re- 
ally want to follow the lead of Hollywood? 
Must we ever conserve yesterday’s liberals’ 
victories in social degradation? 

The cutting-edge Left will say, “They’re 
just words,” ironic coming from the au- 
thors and preservers of political correct- 
ness, which is all about censoring words. 
But words influence thoughts and can 
thus coarsen or refine thinking, which 
then itself influences words, creating a 
loop of either increasing sophistication or 
increasing savagery. Nonetheless, many 
now find cursing “manful”; when I wrote 
on this topic years ago, a conservative 
respondent implied that I sounded like 
Little Lord Fauntleroy (another good role 
model, mind you). Yet this is an additional 
reason Washington makes for an excellent 
hero: He was indisputably a man’s man, 
brave as they came — and illustrated that 
a true man is marked by virtue. 

Of course, it’s now fashionable to dis- 
miss the virtuous as squares if not phonies 


Can you imagine the improved state of affairs if we placed as 
much emphasis on goodness as we do on excellence? In truth, the 
difference today is that the meticulousness is misdirected: We're 


frivolous about morality and maniacal about frivolity. 
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(how better to justify vice?). Comedian- 
cum-commentator Bill Maher once sar- 
castically defended the Boy Scouts of 
America and their traditional standards by 
quipping, “The squares need some place 
to go,” which is precisely why philosopher 
C.S. Lewis had lamented that we “laugh 
at honour and are shocked to find traitors 
in our midst.” A (slightly) more intellec- 
tual sneer at virtue was delivered by Talk- 
ing Points Memo founder Joshua Micah 
Marshall in a 2005 New Yorker book re- 
view. Speaking of our first president, he 
opined, “Character, for the man as for the 
nation, turns out to be something that you 
make, not something that you discover; 
Washington, as we learn, was never more 
completely himself than when he was 
acting.” He echoed this some paragraphs 
later, writing, “Again and again, Washing- 
ton struck men of his day as an exemplar 
of ancient republican ideals, almost as 
though he had stepped from the pedestal 
of the ages.... [But] it was all a put-on, an 
act. For us today, character is bound up 
with authenticity; someone with ‘charac- 
ter’ doesn’t put on airs, doesn’t tailor his 
actions to impress others. Those weren’t 
the standards of Washington’s era.” 

So nothing of substance to see here, 
kids, move along. Who needs Washington 
when you’ve got Che? Marshall may not 
be inclined to read The Rules, yet if he 
does, he may cite to support his position 
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the 23rd, which advises, “When you see 
a Crime punished, you may be inwardly 
Pleased; but always shew Pity to the Suf- 
fering Offender.” Yet as the earlier-refer- 
enced Cato Institute piece states: 


Marshall missed the point. Wash- 
ington understood that character is 
something you develop. He learned 
from Aristotle that good conduct aris- 
es from habits that in turn can only 
be acquired by repeated action and 
correction — “We are what we re- 
peatedly do.” Indeed, the word “eth- 
ics” comes from the Greek word for 
“habit.” We say something is “second 
nature” because it’s not actually natu- 
ral; it’s a habit we’ve developed. 


Do we not understand this, instinctively, 
in lesser matters? An aspiring golfer does 
not, in the name of “authenticity,” refuse 
to change bad technique, even though such 
changes often initially feel very unnatu- 
ral, almost an athletic version of putting 
on airs; rather, he trains long hours honing 
his skills until proper action is habitual and 
his “golf character” enhanced. Likewise, 
“virtue” refers to the set of moral habits; 
and as with golf skill (which, unlike talent, 
is not developed but innate), “virtue is not 
hereditary,” as Thomas Paine reminded us. 

When Marshall speaks of “discovering” 
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Aman apart: Unlike virtually all politicians, Washington favored the humility principle over the power principle. Well-situated to become America’s 


vs. “making” character, he confuses discov- 
ering what your character is with discover- 
ing what it should be. Anyone engaging in 
honest self-discovery discovers simply this: 
He is a fallen creature, as far from Heaven 
as a duffer is from the PGA Tour. Marshall 
appears to espouse the modernist notion 
that a person should just “be himself,” 
which has become an excuse for indulg- 
ing license. But Hitler was himself. Stalin 
was himself. Mao was himself. Washington 
likely understood that an animal is “him- 
self”; our divine mandate is to become 
what God wants us to be — like Himself. 
Therein lies the value of grace — and of 
rules. Were our “heart” perfectly formed, 
we wouldn’t need rules at all. Yet the 
Bible itself tells us, “The heart is deceitful 
above all things, and desperately wicked.” 
All but sociopaths have a conscience, yet 
it’s rare for it to be perfectly formed; we 
may feel some truths on an emotional 
level while being numb to others. For 
example, a man may recoil at theft but 
barely blink at fornication. This is where 
proper rules can fill in the blanks, giving 
our head at least a fighting chance to over- 
tule the heart where the latter is wanting 
(difficult though resisting its charms is). 
Sure, it goes without saying that, initially 
at least, a person won’t have his heart in 
the head-led actions, but this doesn’t make 
it a head-fake. It is actually a type of no- 


bility: Like that golfer laboring to effect a 
seemingly “unnatural” technique change, 
the person is bucking his instincts, acting 
rightly when doing wrong could feel so, 
so satisfying. 

And, anyway, isn’t the “authentic- 
ity” argument hypocritical? What person, 
when he faces a job interviewer or aims 
to win a lady’s affections, will express 
every thought and feeling? Everyone has 
filters. And what person, instead of being 
met with somewhat forced civility, would 
prefer being cursed out by some authen- 
tic individual having an authentically bad 
day? Being oneself can be overrated. 

George Washington understood that 
there is, as he put it, “an indissoluble union 
between virtue and happiness.” He also 
recognized that adherence to rules of civil- 
ity serves to develop virtue, which is also 
necessary for freedom. This is why “the 
most important of all revolutions,” noted 
British philosopher Edmund Burke, is “a 
revolution in sentiments, manners and 
moral opinions.” We have experienced 
that revolution — or perhaps we should 
say devolution — and today America 
seems more epitomized by socialist Saul 
Alinsky’s Rules for Radicals than by any 
rules for rightness. And to really make 
America great again, we’ ll need a counter- 
revolution that rebuilds national character, 
the Washington way. 


. > 
‘x ht 2 ne 


Caesar after defeating the British, he instead relinquished power — once after giving up his military commission and again when refusing entreaties 


to seek a third presidential term. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Caught on Tape 


ABC News reported on December | about 
a harrowing incident in Sunrise, Flor- 
ida, that was all caught on a 911 record- 
ing. Sunrise police received a call from a 
homeowner after a car had pulled into his 
driveway and men he didn’t know exited 
the vehicle and began walking toward his 
house. The homeowner suspected foul play 
and retrieved a shotgun for self-defense. 
The resident’s instincts proved to be cor- 
rect, as three men broke a glass door to 
enter the house. The police released the 
recording of the 911 call to the media, and 
the victim can be heard whispering to the 
911 dispatcher, ““They’re in my house right 
now!” The homeowner later told investiga- 
tors that he feared for his life because he 
kept firearms around the house, and he was 
worried that the suspects would arm them- 
selves with one of his weapons if they were 
not already armed. The homeowner fired 
two shots the suspects. The second shot hit 
one of the suspects, who the homeowner 
said appeared to reach for something, so 
he fired again. The other suspects fled the 
scene, and the homeowner can be heard 
telling the dispatcher, “I killed one, I think.” 

Law enforcement soon arrived on the 
scene. The wounded suspect was pro- 
nounced dead at a hospital. The other 
two suspects were later apprehended by 
authorities and taken into custody. One of 
the two surviving suspects confessed to 
committing the burglary but said he was 
just the driver. Both will likely be charged 
with murder, as Florida has a felony mur- 
der statute where “anyone committing a 
felony can face a murder-related charge 
if a death occurs during the crime.” The 
Sunrise Police Department stated that the 
homeowner will not face any charges re- 
lated to the shooting. 


One Way or Another 


The CBS affiliate WJAX in Jacksonville, 
Florida, reported on November 27 about a 
store clerk with a concealed carry permit 
who was able to save his own life by using 
his firearm. The store clerk at a Prime Stop 
Food Store immediately suspected some- 
thing was amiss when he saw a man enter 
his store wearing sunglasses in the middle 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ SSE. 


of the night. Sure enough, the man wear- 
ing sunglasses quickly pulled out a hand- 
gun and demanded money. Fortunately, 
the clerk was armed and grabbed his own 
gun, which he fired at the suspect. The 
suspect collapsed to the floor with fatal 
injuries. Clay County deputies said that 
when authorities arrived, they discovered 
his lifeless body on the floor. Investiga- 
tors reviewed the store’s security cameras 
to confirm what had happened. The sister 
of the deceased suspect said she was not 
surprised at her brother’s untimely demise 
since he had struggled with drug addiction 
for years. “In all honesty, if he didn’t die 
this way, he would have ended up dying — 
he would have ended up killing himself on 
drugs,” the sister told WJAX. 

The suspect’s mother echoed similar sen- 
timents and said the family doesn’t blame 
the clerk for what happened. “We have no 
ill will against the person that felt they had 
to retaliate because he had the gun.” 


The Intruder’s Own Gun 


WUSAS reported on December 2 about 
a home invasion in Culpeper, Virginia, 
where a suspect was killed with his own 
weapon. The incident began when a 
homeowner heard someone knocking on 
his door. The man answered the door and 
found a woman claiming she had car trou- 
ble and needed assistance. The homeown- 
er could tell something was not right with 
the woman, so he refused to assist her and 
told her to leave his property. After a half- 
hour passed, the homeowner again heard 
knocking at his door. The man opened the 
door and saw the woman whom he had 
previously dismissed standing there with a 
male stranger. The male accomplice physi- 
cally attacked the homeowner and began 
pistol-whipping him. The homeowner was 
strong enough to fight back and wrestle 
the gun away from the armed attacker. 
Once the homeowner had control of 
the gun, he turned it on the burglars and 
shot the male intruder in the stomach. 
The female intruder quickly ran from the 
scene. The male suspect ultimately suc- 
cumbed to his injuries. Authorities later 
arrested the female suspect and charged 
her with attempted robbery, burglary 


with a deadly weapon, and two counts of 
use of a firearm in the commission of a 
felony. Investigators believe the burglars 
targeted the house at random. 


17-Year-Old Stops Burglar 


The Post Register reported out of Idaho 
Falls, Idaho, on October 28 about a teen- 
age boy in rural Rigby whose hunting ex- 
perience proved useful during a home bur- 
glary. Seventeen-year-old Brian Packard 
and his father, Bob Packard, were home 
together when an armed intruder broke in 
to their house. The son heard strange nois- 
es and asked his father about them. The 
father didn’t know what the sound was, so 
he took a stroll around their property to 
determine the source of the noise. He spot- 
ted a stranger attempting to crawl out of 
a window of the house. The intruder saw 
Bob and retreated back into the house. The 
father quickly rejoined his son to alert him 
to the danger. The father and son walked 
down the hallway toward the bedroom 
where the father had witnessed the intrud- 
er re-enter the house. The son grabbed his 
shotgun out of the cabinet where they keep 
their hunting firearms. The father and son 
entered the room, and the suspect imme- 
diately began firing at them. 

The father told the Post Register, “As 
soon as he saw us step into the room, that’s 
when he started shooting at us.... And the 
bullets were flying past us. I can’t believe 
we didn’t get hit.” 

The intruder fired about four or five shots 
before the son fired one shot, hitting the sus- 
pect in the stomach. The injured assailant 
tried to flee, but collapsed in the front yard. 
Authorities were called to the scene, and the 
suspect was taken for medical treatment. 

Bob told the Post Register that he taught 
his son how to hunt at an early age. The 
father beamed with pride over his son’s 
heroic actions. “He knows about guns.... 
If he grabs a gun and loads it, he’s ready 
to shoot. I couldn’t be prouder of him.” 

The son was much more subdued about 
what had occurred: “T never really thought 
I'd be in that situation.... I’m just glad I 
went hunting a couple days before that, 
and left my gun cabinet unlocked.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Pruitt as EPA Pick 


Item: When President-elect Donald 
Trump announced Oklahoma Attorney 
General Scott Pruitt as his pick to run 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA), the Los Angeles Times expressed 
its displeasure in an article for December 
7 entitled “Trump names climate change 
skeptic and oil industry ally to lead the 
EPA.” Evan Halper wrote: 


Pruitt disputes the mainstream sci- 
entific consensus that human activity 
is warming the planet at an alarm- 
ing rate and that world governments 
must act aggressively to limit emis- 
sions if they are to avoid catastrophic 
consequences. He has also fought 
EPA anti-pollution rules. 


The Times quoted Ken Cook, president of 
the Environmental Working Group — a 
Washington research and advocacy or- 
ganization — as saying, “Pruitt could be 
the most hostile EPA administrator toward 
clean air and safe drinking water in histo- 
ry.” Halper also lamented the fact that — 
under a Pruitt EPA — environmental rules 
“would vary considerably from state to 
state.” Noting that in states “like Califor- 
nia that enthusiastically embrace the fight 
against climate change and have clean air 
and water rules that exceed federal stan- 
dards, the fallout may be marginal,” he 
went on to predict: 


Such states will probably resume the 
role they held during the last Repub- 
lican administration in Washington, 
as defiant laboratories for cleaner 
energy that push other states to fol- 
low their lead by reshaping regional 
energy markets. 


Halper’s piece then claims that other 
states — presumably Republican ones — 
would be allowed to wreak havoc on the 
environment because in the absence of 
“federal pressure,” nothing would hold 
them in check: 


But states like Pruitt’s Oklahoma, 
which remain heavily invested in 
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Gall enough to follow the law: The main complaint registered against Donald Trump’s pick to 


lead the EPA is that he dared to fight the EPA when it took unconstitutional actions to control 
emissions and water quality in states. For that, he has been labeled a polluter. 


fossil fuels, would face far less fed- 
eral pressure to replace aging power 
plants and expand their use of re- 
newables. Pruitt’s record of resist- 
ing federal regulation also suggests 
the EPA under him could limit its 
role in holding state governments 
to account when their enforcement 
of anti-pollution rules fall short, 
as happened in Flint, Mich., where 
the city’s drinking water supply was 
contaminated. 


Halper then quotes House Democratic 
leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) as say- 
ing, “For the sake of the air we breathe, 
the water we drink and the planet we will 
leave our children, the head of the EPA 
cannot be a stenographer for the lobby- 
ists of polluters and Big Oil.” In what is a 
clear attempt to add credibility to Pelosi's 
wild claims, Halper wrote: 


Pelosi’ comments referred to a 
2014 New York Times report that 
found energy lobbyists drafted let- 
ters for Pruitt to send to federal 
agencies and Obama, outlining the 
hardships of federal regulations. 
Several opponents cited the letters 
in charging that Pruitt is unquali- 
fied for the EPA post. 


Trem: Not to be left out of the Pruitt-bash- 
ing party, the New York Times joined the 
fray with an article under headline, “An 
Enemy of the E.P.A. to Head It.” In its 
December 7 opinion piece, the New York 
Times editorial board sang the same tune 
as did the Los Angeles Times, writing: 


Had Donald Trump spent an entire 
year scouring the country for some- 
one to weaken clean air and clean 
water laws and repudiate America 5 
leadership role in the global battle 
against climate change, he could not 
have found a more suitable candidate 
than Scott Pruitt... 

This is an aggressively bad choice, 
a poke in the eye to a long history of 
bipartisan cooperation on environ- 
mental issues, to a nation that has 
come to depend on the agency for 
healthy air and drinkable water, and 
to 195 countries that agreed in Paris 
last year to reduce their emissions of 
climate-changing greenhouse gases 
in the belief that the United States 
would show the way. 


CORRECTION: Despite the claim of the Los 
Angeles Times’ Halper and other global- 
warming alarmists, there is no such animal 
as “mainstream scientific consensus that 
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CORRECTION 
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human activity is warming the planet at an 
alarming rate and that world governments 
must act aggressively to limit emissions 
if they are to avoid catastrophic conse- 
quences.” In fact, quite the opposite is true. 
What the alarmists pass off as “consensus” 
is nothing more than censorship, marginal- 
ization, and even attempted criminalization 
of any scientific opinion on global warm- 
ing that is outside of the dogma approved 
by the Left. Moreover, there certainly is no 
consensus that a world government must 
act aggressively to do anything. In fact, 
globalist propaganda from the establish- 
ment opinion cartel notwithstanding, most 
Americans still believe in a sovereign Unit- 
ed States, not world government. 

Global warming (or climate change or 
whatever its alarmists are calling it these 
days) is not a scientific fact — it is a scien- 
tific theory. It has not been proved and has 
— in fact — been largely disproved by the 
growing gap between alarmist predictions 
and reality. Time and time again. See, for 
instance, “Climate Alarmists Have Been 
Wrong About Virtually Everything” in the 
January 4, 2016 issue of THE NEW AMERI- 
CAN. (This article is also available at The- 
NewAmerican.com.) 
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If there were such a thing as global 
warming, it would likely be a self-fulfill- 
ing prophecy caused by all of the steam 
coming out of the ears of the alarmists 
whenever anyone disagrees with their 
unfounded doomsday theory. The “report- 
ing” of the mainstream media on Pruitt is 
a prime example. 

Rather than act as a watchdog, the 
media acts as a lapdog for the power elites. 
What the political powers on the Left at- 
tempt to criminalize, the media powers on 
the Left censor. 

Any voice that is raised in disagreement 
of the global-warming alarmism — even 
when that voice belongs to a scientist who 
is an expert on the subject and joins a 
chorus of other such voices — finds itself 
shouted down as the insane babbling of a 
lone wolf. 

Pruitt himself addressed this in an article 
for National Review for May 17, 2016. He 
wrote of the founding era when the United 
States “was born out of a revolution against, 
in the words of the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence, an ‘arbitrary government’ that put 
men on trial ‘for pretended offences’ and 
‘abolish[ed] the Free System of English 
laws,’” and compared that to today: 


Course change? Under the Obama administration, the EPA’s goals have meshed well with the 
radical environmentalist goal of keeping oil and other fossil fuels in the ground. Under a Trump 
administration, the EPA would likely allow, if not encourage, drilling. 
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Some of our states have forgotten 
this founding principle and are act- 
ing less like Jefferson and Adams 
and more like George III. A group 
of Democratic attorneys general has 
announced it intends to criminally in- 
vestigate oil and gas companies that 
have disputed the science behind 
man-made global warming. Backed 
by green-energy interests and envi- 
ronmentalist lobbying groups, the 
coalition has promised to use intru- 
sive investigations, costly litigation, 
and criminal prosecutions to silence 
critics of its climate-change agenda. 
Pretended offenses, indeed. 

We won’t be joining this coali- 
tion, and we hope that those attor- 
neys general who have joined will 
disavow it. Healthy debate is the 
lifeblood of American democracy 
[sic], and global warming has in- 
spired one of the major policy de- 
bates of our time. That debate is far 
from settled. Scientists continue to 
disagree about the degree and extent 
of global warming and its connec- 
tion to the actions of mankind. That 
debate should be encouraged — in 
classrooms, public forums, and the 
halls of Congress. It should not be 
silenced with threats of prosecution. 
Dissent is not a crime. 


Pruitt is correct; dissent is not a crime. 
And the alarmists are wrong; censorship 
is not consensus. 

Following the cardinal doctrine of lib- 
eralism — that big government is good 
and bigger government is better — Halper 
arrives at the mistaken conclusion that it 
is a bad thing to allow each state to make 
its own rules in those areas where those 
powers are not expressly granted to the 
federal government by the Constitution. 
He is joined in his error by the New York 
Times editorial board. Citing the Paris 
Agreement, the New York Times skips 
right past the federal government and 
brings the weight of internationalism to 
bear in what is a matter for the individual 
states to handle. 

In reality, if Halper is correct about the 
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Choices and challenges: To control smog, California has historically had more stringent 
guidelines to control vehicle emissions than other states. Now, because it chooses to control CO» 
because of alleged climate change, liberals are upset that other states aren’t forced to follow suit. 


damage that will be done to clean air and 
water by a relaxing of these overbearing 
federal regulations and if he is correct that 
states such as California “will probably re- 
sume the role they held during the last Re- 
publican administration in Washington, as 
defiant laboratories for cleaner energy that 
push other states to follow their lead by 
reshaping regional energy markets,” then 
he and his fellow alarmists have nothing to 
fear. After all, if those states that did not 
practice a balance of economics and ecolo- 
gy suffered the catastrophic impact on clean 
air and water Halper predicts, and they 
looked at their healthier, happier neighbors 
who were practicing that balance, it would 
naturally follow that they would mend their 
ways and get on board the environmental 
train (a train, of course, not powered by 
coal or petroleum products). 

Of course, even having laid those dots 
out, Halper seems to have a hard time con- 
necting them. 

And while Halper quotes Ken Cook as 
saying, “Pruitt could be the most hostile 
EPA administrator toward clean air and 
safe drinking water in history,” and the 
New York Times editorial board writes that 
Pruitt will undoubtedly “weaken clean air 
and clean water laws,” neither offers any 
evidence to support these accusations, be- 
cause there is none. Is Oklahoma a bar- 
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ren wasteland of unbreathable air and un- 
drinkable water? 

Halper’s indictment of “Pruitt’s record 
of resisting federal regulation” is actually 
based in truth, but to conservatives it miss- 
es the mark of serving as an indictment 
and lands squarely in the bull’s eye of an 
endorsement. And there’s the rub. In this 
case — as in almost all cases dealing with 
the radical environmental lobby — the 
real battle has nothing to do with protect- 
ing the environment and everything to do 
with controlling the states and the people. 
The endgame is the realization of that car- 
dinal doctrine of liberalism: bigger and 
bigger government leading eventually to 
total government. The liberal media hates 
Pruitt for reasons that have nothing to do 
with the environment and everything to 
do with the real agenda of radical envi- 
ronmentalism. They hate him for the same 
reasons many conservatives like him: He 
has taken on the federal government in 
favor of the states. To the religion of Stat- 
ism (of which radical environmentalism is 
a major denomination), Pruitt is a recalci- 
trant heretic. 

Halper is scraping the bottom of the 
barrel when he quotes Nancy Pelosi’s 
condemnation of Pruitt as a “stenographer 
for the lobbyists of polluters and Big Oil” 
as she begs “for the sake of the air we 


breathe, the water we drink and the planet 
we will leave our children” that he not 
be confirmed. Furthermore, he seems to 
know it, and so he attempts to bolster her 
remarks by giving credit to “a 2014 New 
York Times report that found energy lob- 
byists drafted letters for Pruitt to send to 
federal agencies and Obama, outlining the 
hardships of federal regulations.” It would 
make sense if Pruitt had representatives of 
the energy companies draft those letters. 
Who better to address the hardships cre- 
ated by federal regulations than those who 
bear the brunt of them? This belongs in the 
so-what column. Besides, where were the 
complaints from Halper and others in the 
liberal mainstream media when represen- 
tatives of the environmental lobby were 
drafting the very U.S. regulations which 
he now bemoans having Pruitt set aside? 
Consistency, it appears, is not a hallmark 
of the liberal agenda. 

However, for Halper to quote Nancy 
Pelosi paraphrasing the New York Times 
on the issue of the proper role of the EPA 
is more than a little like the old story of the 
bank employee in a small manufacturing 
town. Every day at 4:45 p.m., he would 
answer the phone. The same voice would 
ask him the time of day and the bank em- 
ployee would look at the clock over the 
safe and tell the man the time. This went 
on for months. One day he asked the mys- 
terious caller who he was and why he 
called at the same time every day to get 
the time. The caller said he worked at the 
factory and had the responsibility of blow- 
ing the 5 o’clock whistle and wanted to 
make sure he blew it at the correct time. 
The bank employee laughed and told the 
man that the bank set its clocks by the fac- 
tory whistle. 

In reality, neither the bank nor the fac- 
tory could know for sure that they knew 
the correct time. And it is certain that by 
vouching for each other and quoting each 
other in support of their ideas about the 
proper role of the EPA (or for that matter, 
the justification of its very existence), nei- 
ther the New York Times, the Los Angeles 
Times, nor Nancy Pelosi knows anything 
for certain, either. Hi 

— C. MITCHELL SHAW 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


The Real “Fake News” 


G ds News!” “Fake 
News!” It has been 
deliciously amusing to 

behold the unmitigated hypocrisy 
of left-wing politicians and their 
establishment media collabora- 
tors expressing hysterical alarm 
over the supposed existential cri- 
sis posed by “fake news.” This 
new fixation since the November 
8 elections bespeaks desperation 
and panic among the would-be 
ruling elites. They are reeling 
from a huge double whammy: 
First, the historic Brexit vote 
in Britain in June; second, the 
historic Donald Trump upset in 
November. Ouch! Double Ouch! 
Neither of these unthinkables was 
supposed to happen; how could 
it be? All the “smart money,” all 
the establishment politicians, all 
the “prestige press” predicted that 
defeat for Brexit and Trump were 
sure things. 

Following their humiliating Brexit defeat, the globalists were 
enraged. James Traub of the Council on Foreign Relations wrote 
an amazingly arrogant piece on June 28 for Foreign Policy en- 
titled “It’s Time for the Elites to Rise Up Against the Ignorant 
Masses.” But then the “ignorant masses” struck again, rejecting 
the elites’ handpicked sock-puppet, Hillary Clinton. To top off 
the ignominious pain, opinion polls show the American public 
now has almost zero trust in the elites’ “mainstream” media. 

What to do? Blame the alternative media and social media. 
Yeah, that’s the ticket! “It is now clear that so-called fake news 
can have real-world consequences,” Hillary Clinton warns. 
“Lives are at risk.... It is imperative that leaders in both the pri- 
vate and public sector step up to protect our democracy and 
innocent lives.” 

President Obama, likewise, has taken to warning against the 
threat posed by “active misinformation” and “propaganda” on 
the Internet. 

Hillary Clinton lost the election, goes the current MSM “fake 
news” meme, because America’s “ignorant masses” believed 
Russian propaganda and fabricated social media stories instead 
of looking to CNN, the New York Times, and other “reliable” 
news avatars. 

Fake news? Those now leading the noisy chorus on this tune 
are the most notorious practitioners of propaganda, deception, 
misinformation, and disinformation — and outright lies. 

President Obama denouncing propaganda and misinforma- 
tion? ObamaCare all by itself is a towering edifice of propaganda 


STaylor Jones - af rights remerved 
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Brian Williams next move? 


and lies, as the bill’s architect, 
Jonathan Gruber, infamously 
boasted in videotaped admis- 
sions. Remember the Obama 
claims that “if you like your 
health plan, you can keep your 
health plan,” and that the indi- 
vidual mandate “is absolutely 
not a tax increase.” Well, those 
lies have “real-world conse- 
quences,” and “lives are at 
risk” as a result. Then there are 
the multiple pledges by Obama 
never to go to war in Syria, 
while the evidence shows he 
was planning to do so all along. 
And since the predictable refu- 
gee waves have materialized, 
the Obama administration has 
lied repeatedly, falsely claim- 
ing that all the refugees he is 
bringing here are being care- 
fully vetted. 

Hillary Clinton decrying 
fake news? Yes, the same Hil- 
lary who falsely claimed the deadly Benghazi attacks were the 
result of an anti-Muslim video; who falsely (and repeatedly) 
claimed she had not transmitted classified and “top secret’”’ mate- 
rial on her unclassified e-mail service; claimed (falsely) that Don- 
ald Trump had proposed to abolish the Veterans Administration. 

But let’s jump to the real fake news culprits, the ones who 
make the lies and propaganda of the Obamas, Clintons, and Ker- 
rys (and the Bushes, Kissingers, and McCains) possible. When it 
comes to pure fabrication, no one tops the so-called elite media. 
Some of the better-known examples of exposed fabulists are 
Jason Blair (New York Times), Janet Cooke (Washington Post), 
Mike Barnicle and Patricia Smith (Boston Globe), Jack Kelly 
(USA Today), Stephen Glass (The New Republic, Rolling Stone), 
Brian Williams (NBC), and Dan Rather (CBS). More important 
than the much-publicized frauds perpetrated by the aforemen- 
tioned reporters are the mostly forgotten crimes of New York 
Times men such as Walter Duranty, who intentionally covered 
up Stalin’s genocide of 7-10 million Ukrainians during the 
1930s, while Herbert Matthews covered up communist atroci- 
ties in Spain during the same period — and then went on to do 
the same for Fidel Castro in Cuba. We saw the same thing in 
China, where Mao Tse-tung was endlessly romanticized, while 
his democide of tens of millions was ignored, minimized, or 
even outright denied. Yes, fake news does take innocent lives. 

If you really want to fight genuine fake news, avoid, at all 
costs, all contact with its worst practitioners: the liberal-left es- 
tablishment media. 


LLt BE SITING N 
fe MY Goob FRIEND, 
JON , 
THI6 WEEK, To SHOW 
You HOW A REAL PRO 

CAN DELNER THE 
FAKE NEWS... 
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